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CRIMINAL LAW - HABEAS COR- 
pus - A defendant who volun- 
tarily and fairly pleads non 
yult to an indictment charging 
an offense in the county in 
which the indictment is re- 
turned, cannot after sentence 
attack his conviction by habeas 
corpus on the ground the of- 
fense was actually committed 
in another county. 

_After the time for appeal a de- 
fendant can attack his convic- 
tion only by habeas corpus on 
the limited ground that the 
trial court lacked jurisdiction. 

_Where the trial court had juris- 
diction of the defendant and 
of the subject matter charged 
in the indictment and a plea 
of non vult is fairly entered, 
there is no jurisdictional de- 
fect though the offense was 
committed in a county other 
than that alleged in the indict- 
ment. 

—After a plea of non vult to first 





























ENT DB 
— degree murder and sentence of 
ay, Bele life imprisonment defendant is 
; not entitled to have same set 
EXPER? aside under R.R. 3:7-10(a) on 
tut claim of lack of premeditation, 
ie 8-6174 in absence of manifest injustice, 
gaa nor is the sentence an illegal 
a Having one correctible under R.R. 3:7- 
BAray 13. 
U 32 

Digested from an opinion by 
TO MAB long, J.C.C. rendered Aug. 23, 
Kutta We 1360. Superior Court, Law Div. 
, Bowie Mi In Re: Salvi. For applicant - 

Benedict E. Lucchi. 





Defendant, presently incarcer- 
the State Prison on a life 
e imposed on a plea 


tod in 
a.0U sil 





oI 





non vult to an indictment for 
murder, applies for a writ of 
nabeas Corpus. 








Defendant was indicted in Mor- 
County by an indictment 
hat on May 17, 1957 he 
y, feloniously and with 

aforethought 
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e murdered 
a van Vecchio in the Town of 
a stown. Two counsel were 
tee assigned to him and the indict- 
: was assigned to the Morris 
<a unty Court for trial. On July 
‘os: prim ©, 1957 a plea of not guilty was 
‘tered. On Sept. 18, 1957 the not 
ment y plea was retracted and a 
or 24 Of non vult was submitted 
ad accepted. Sentence was im- 
ING sed Sept. 25, 1957. 
i ne complaint for the writ of 
bien $s corpus charges the deten- 
1 3-429 nd confinement of defend- 
A 6-110 ji Te illegal because the crime 
nme ually committed in Somer- 
, not Morris County. It 
S: | x t defendant had 
° ¢ County Prosecutor 
EAUS | - ned counsel that th 
Acnoge “ $s committed in Morri 
NJ. % that this was not 
t the crime was act 
ted in the Towns} of 
‘sere defendant had parked 
a continue a discussion 
ace ndant and the vi 1 
a ir “future course of 
“uct”, which discussion hac 
*n while defendant was driv- 
= argues (1) 
€ was actually co 
: somerset County, 
3 was invalid and the 
tis County Court had no juris- 
~“On and (2) the crime was 
’ ion, there was no pre- 
~-«tation, the facts did not war- 
— @ finding of first e 
ers “ r out only of second de 
; and the sentence was 
. lr€ excessive and should 
* “Otrected. 
Hela: On an application for a 
“Of Habeas corpus the Court 
... Ssue the writ for hearing 
7875 ened Senne the petition for 
; €ncy on its face, or call 
SACK ormal answer by the State. 
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denial of the writ with- 








Digests of Recent Opinions 





out hearing is discouraged, there 
is no reason to grant the writ 
when the facts stated, and as- 
sumed to be true for the purpose, 
do not furnish a proper basis for 
'the granting of relief. 

It is true that the Morris Coun- 
ty Grand Jury cannot indict for} 
an offense in Somerset County 
and the Morris County Court | 
cannot try and sentence for an| 
offense committed in another | 
county. But that does not settle 
the question here. It would make | 
no sense if a man charged with 
committing murder in Morris! 
County, who represented by 
able counsel, who admitted the of- 
fense as charged and who formal- 
ly admitted it by his voluntary 
plea of non vult, should three 
years later be able to obtain his 
discharge on the ground he ac- 
tually committed the killing in 
some other county. 

Defendant had opportunity for 
trial if he desired it and the right 
of appeal. If a convicted defend- 
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ant neglects to appeal or take 
other appropriate steps within | 
the time allowed, he loses his| 


right to attack his conviction ex- | 
cept by habeas corpus on the 
limited ground that the trial 
court lacked jurisdiction and the 
conviction was therefore void. 
The court here had jurisdiction 
of the defendant and of the sub- 
ject matter, the indiciment 
charged, and there is nothing to 
indicate the plea of non vult was 
not fairly entered. The court was 
therefore competent and no} 
jurisdictional defect would ap-| 
pear. There is no suggestion the 
plea was accepted under circum- | 
stances which render it funda-| 
mentally unfair or shocking. 
Rather it would be shocking to) 
permit defendant’s present de-| 
nial of facts expressly admitted | 
by his plea to furnish a basis for | 
an attack on a conviction for a| 
killing which he admits commit- | 
ting. 
As to the claim that the sen- | 
tence imposed was erroneous, 
defendant refers to RR. 3:7-| 
10(a) and R.R. 3:7-13. The first | 
cited rule provides that to cor-|} 
rect manifest injustice the court | 
may set aside the conviction and | 
permit defendant to withdraw 
his plea. But neither the com-| 
plaint nor the matters proposed 
to be proved by defendant would | 
support a claim of manifest in- 
justice. The rule, 


second cited 
R.R. 3:7-13, provides that an il- 
legal sentence may be corrected 
any time. But the sentence 
ere was not illegal. Furthermore, 
ter a plea of no vult, defendant 
is not entitled to a trial of the 
of the degree of his actual } 


a 
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Writ denied. 


PUC Adopts Regulations 








Revision d 
— Appointed County Judge 
The Board of Public Utility eae 

Commissioners, after a series of Governor Meyner gave public 
hearings and oral argument cul-/| notice of his intention to appoint 
minating on August llth, has|;Leon Ger of Bedminster, 
adopted a set of Revised Regula-/| former S le prosecutor to 
tions governing all activities with- | the County 


in the scope of the Board’s juris- 
diction. The Revised Regulations 


| holding the Federal Housing Ad- 
{ministration liable for damages 


Legal Fee Deductible As 
Capital Expenditure 


Philadelphia (ACCN) — A legal 
fee which taxpayer was required 
to pay was held to belong in the 
category of a capital expenditure, 
and to be deductible from income 
as such rather than as an ordin- 
ary and necessary expense fully 
deductible from gross income, in 
the case of Munson v. McGinnes, 
U. S. Court of Appeals for the 
Third circuit, No. 13086, opinion 


by Circuit Judge Hastie filed 
June 8. 
This was an appeal from an 


order of a District Court granting 


a motion of the defendant Di- 
rector of Internal Revenue to 
dismiss plaintiff taxpayer’s 


1d of income taxes 
te a valid claim 


suit for a refur 
as failing to sta 
for relief. 

In dispute 
which th 
deduct a $110,000 attorney’s fee 
in the computation of his in- 
come taxes. 


FHA Liable For Negligent 
Appraisal 


was the manner in 


he t 


Richmond, Va. (ACCN) — The 
Fourth U.S. Circuit Court of Ap- 
affirmed a ruling 


vy 


peals recently 


suffered by a home owner where 
it was negligent in appraising 
the property for a loan. 

The court’s opinion noted that, 


after the buyer occupied the 
house, cracks appeared in the 
ceilings and walls, and a sun- 


porch separated from one side of 
the house. The damage was at- 
tributed to disintegration of a 
peculiar type of clay on the lot 
after contact with water. 

The court affirmed a ruling in 
an Alexandria case and upheld 
an award of $8,000 on the basis of 
an amendment to the National 
Housing Act requiring a written 
appraisal by the FHA. 
believed the decision 





It was 
could effect other FHA-insured 
houses in which faults had de- 
veloped. 


Opinions Approved For 


. . 
Publication 
August 23 to 29, 1960 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 
Appeals—None 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
In re Salvi (Morris County, 250} 
M-56, decided August 19, 1960) | 
(Full digest on page 1) 


nN 
il 


Leon Gerofsky To Be 





scsorenueminersscmaenm drome oo 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 441 


Copy: Twenty-five Cents 








Review of 


The article that follows is the sixth 
in a series briefly summarizing the 
opinions and work of the Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. The 
preceeding articles reviewed the high- 
lights and statistics of the Term, and 
decisions on business regulation, labor 
relations, and taxation. 

JURISDICTION AND 
PROCEDURE 

Taking up where it left off last 
Term on the doctrine of absten- 
tion, the Supreme Court sketched 
some of the guide lines to which 
the federal courts must refer to 
avoid the premature decision of 
a constitutional question. 

In the first of three cases a 
three-judge district court was 
told that the presence of a non- 
constitutional question of fed- 
eral law would not deprive it of 
jurisdiction to enjoin the en- 
forcement of a _ state statute 
which, according to the com- 
plaint, also violated the Com- 
merce and Equal Protection 
Clauses of the Constitution. 
When a constitutional question 
is properly presented, a court 
should not refuse to hear it al- 
though the issue might be re- 
solved by an exercise in statutory 
interpretation. 

On the other hand, the Fifth 
Circuit was told not to go looking 
for constitutional questions when 
reference to state law might dis- 
pose of the controversy. 


Finally, the Court set an ex- | Or 
| Of Congress to be heard and de- 
| termined by a district court of 


ample to the lower courts by re- 
taining jurisdiction in a case 
whereby it then referred to the 
Supreme Court of Alaska for a 
ruling on a point of state law 
that might obviate the constitu- 
tional dispute. 
Delay Fatal 

A three-judge district court in 
California had declined to enjoin 
the enforcement of a California 
statute which, the plaintiff had 
contended, violated the Com- 

*Reprinted by special permission from the 
United States Law Week. Copyright 1960 by 


the Bureau of National Affairs, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D. C. 








Lawyer-Actor Ethics 
Under Study 


Both the American Bar Asso- 
ciation Committee on Profes- 
sional Ethics, and the State Bar 
of California Board of Gavern- 
ors, have under consideration the 
question of the ethics of law- 
yers appearing on_ television, | 
radio or in motion pictures in| 
simulated trial portrayals. 

The California Bar board held | 
an all-day hearing July 25 to 
consider arguments pro and con 
on the rule adopted early this 
year by the Los Angeles County 
Bar Association. The L. A. Bar 
held it to be “professionally and 
ethically improper” for lawyers 
to so appear, and asked the state | 
bar to adopt the same rule on a| 
statewide basis. 

ABA Committee 
Meanwhile, the ABA ethics 
committee said in a general ac- 
tivities report prepared for sub- 
mission to the House of Dele- 











will succeed | 


Leon Gerofsky 
ge Samuel Chi- | 


gates later this month that the 
question involved in the Los An- 
geles rule is one of more than} 


n | County Court Jud ey! N . eee | 
become effective October 1, 1960) aravalli who is resigning from the local interest, and added: “It} 
and are a complete compilation) peneh to res private law has been under study by our 
of all the Board’s Regulations, as | practice. Committee, and it is contem- | 


Revised, to date. 
Copies may be obtained from the 
Secretary of the Board, 101 Com- | 
merce St., Newark 2, by sending to| 
the Secretary a check or money | 
order for $3.00 payable to the| 
Treasurer of the State of New 
Jersey, plus 27 cents in postage 
stamps and a self addressed en- | 
velope large enough to hold an | 
842 x 11 x % inch thick volume. 














Rebecca Bowles Hawkins of Bir- 
| mi 
| dent of the National Association 
of Women Lawyers on Friday, 
August 26, 1960. 


Women's Bar Elects 
Mrs. Rebecca Hawkins 


WASHINGTON (ACCN) —Mrs. 


ngham, Ala., was elected presi- 


plated that an opinion of our| 
Committee dealing broadly with | 
the subject will be issued and} 
published shortly.” 


Published reports were that at 








rule. 
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U. S. Supreme Court's 
Work 


merce and Equal Protection 
Clauses of the Constitution, as 
well as the Federal Agricultural 
Marketing Agreements Act of 
1937 and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture’s Florida Avocado Order 
#69. Observing that no review 
of the statute had been sought 
in the state courts, the federal 
district court concluded that no 
justiciable controversy existed be- 
tween the parties. Reversing and 
remanding, the Supreme Court, 
through Mr. Justice Whittaker, 
pointed out that the plaintiff’s 
avocados would have spoiled 
pending state review of the stat- 
ute. Failure to exhaust the time- 
consuming mode of review avail- 
able in the state courts would 
not vitiate plaintiff’s right to 
seek an injunction against en- 
forcement of an unconstitutional 
statute. The condemnation of the 
avocados by state officials pre- 
sented a justiciable controversy. 

Any doubts as to the applica- 
bility of Section 2281 of the Judi- 
cial Code to a complaint that, 
joint a nonconstitutional ground 
to a constitutional one were put 
to rest by the Court. “Where a 
complaint seeks to enjoin a state 
statute on substantial grounds of 
federal unconstitutionality, then 
even though nonconstitutional 
grounds of attack are also al- 
leged, we think that the case is 





one that is required ‘by * * * Act 


three judges.’ ” 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter and 
Mr. Justice Douglas dissented on 
the ground that the necessity for 
a three-judge district court (and 
the consequent direct appeal to 
the Supreme Court) exists only 
when a constitutional issue is 
the sole element of controversy 
between the parties. Otherwise, a 
Single-judge district court could 
enjoin the enforcement of the 
state statute. (Florida Lime & 
Avacado Growers Inc. v. Jacob- 
sen, 28 LW 4165) 

State Law 

The Fifth Circuit was told that 
it had put the cart before the 
horse by holding that a Florida 
statute was unconstitutional af- 
ter bypassing two issues of state 
law, either of which might have 





|} such 


| Frankfurter 


| whether 


least one producer of a nationally Florida st 
televised courtroom show pro- 
duced in Los Angeles is flying in 
lawyers from out of state to cir- 
cumvent the Los Angeles Bar 


terminated the controversy with- 
out a ruling on the constitutional 
question. 

The Fifth Circuit had assumed 
that a Florida statute banning a 
contractually shortened statute 
of limitations would apply to 
a clause in an insurance 
policy executed in Illinois, where 
such provisions are valid. It had 
further assumed that an insur- 
ance company would be liable 


|under an “all risks” coverage for 


damage caused by the spouse of 
the assured. 
Neither of these assumptions 


| was justified, said the Supreme 


Court. Rather, said Mr. Justice 
speaking for the 
Court, the Fifth Circuit should 
have determined whether the loss 
was covered by the policy. The 
answer might have ended the 
controversy then and there. Or 
else it should have determined 
the Florida statute in 
question was actually applicable 
to the policy. Only if the answer 
to this question was “yes” would 
the Fifth Circuit have had a 
constitutional question properly 


| before it. The court of appeals 


should have availed itself of a 
atute authorizing fed- 
eral courts to certify questions of 
state law to the Supreme Court 
of Florida. 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 
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| election.’” Mr. Justice Frank- 

;. . |furter went on to point out that 

Abstention Illustrated the Court’s interpretation of Sec- 

In the third case, the Court | tion 1404(a) was contrary to the 

showed the lower courts just | holding of every court of appeals, 

what it meant by abstention. | Save one, which had considered 

Again writing for the Court,| the problem. (Hoffman v. Blaski, 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter held that | 28 LW 4401) 

since the former District Court | Admiralty Suits 

for the Territory of Alaska Was! two weeks later, a different 


the highest court of the State of | Sane) : 
i é 2 : | Majority interpreted Section 1404 
Alaska pending organization of | (a) to tino = transfer of an 


Page Two 83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 44) 
——_==—————— 


U.S. District Court Decision 


HABEAS CORPUS— 

Petitioner, who is presently 
confined in the New Jersey State 
Prison Farm under a life sent- 
ence imposed by the former 
Camden County Court of Oyer 
and Terminer in 1931, seeks a 
writ of habeas corpus to obtain 
his release, claiming that he is 














- 
—_ 


Review of Supreme Court's Work 








(Continued from page 1) 
= fails to allege that he sought -. 
relief from his sentence unt) 5 
years later, when he moved fp; 
reduction of sentence. He :,. 
no further steps for 5 more ve- 
when he sought a writ of h 
corpus in the State court ung;. i 
N. J. S. A. 2A:61-1 et seq. If pe. 
tioner’s allegations are true +. 

remedy of habeas corpus 





The Court gave no hint of 
where it stood on the constitu- 
tional question except to indi- 
cate that it considered such cases 
as Home Insurance Co. v. Dick, 
281 U. S. 397; Hartford Accident 
& Indemnity Co. v. Delta & Pine 
Land Co., 292 U.S. 143; and Wat- 



















son v. Employers Liability Assur- 
ance Corp., 348 U. S. 143, not con- 
trolling under the circumstances. 


in nis dissent, Mr. Justice Black 
was joined by Mr. Justice Doug- 
las and the Chief Justice. He 
pointed out that arguments ad- 
vanced by the Attorney General 
of Florida, who had appeared be- 
fore the Fifth Circuit Court of 
Appeals, support the lower court’s 
conclusion that the Florida stat- 
ute applies to the policy in ques- 
tion. Thus, there is a constitu- 
tional question before the Su- 
preme Court that should be de- 
cided. Mr. Justice Black went on 
to assert that the Florida statute 
was constitutional. The modern 
conflict-of-laws rule is that the 
law of the place of contemplated 
performance is the law to be ap- 
plied to any question of perform- 
ance under the terms of the con- 
tract. Since the plaintiff is a resi- 
dent of Florida, where the loss 
occurred; and since the insur- 
ance company is licensed to do 
business within the state, there is 
no reason why the substantial 
interest that Florida has in this 
matter should yield to the law 
of Illinois (Clay v. Sun Insurance 
Office Ltd. 28 LW 4452). 
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a State Supreme Court, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States 
had jurisdiction over an appeal 
from this interim district court’s 
decision upholding Alaska’s fish- 
trap ban. That point settled, the 
Court retained jurisdiction but 
remanded the case to the newly 
organized Supreme Court of 
Alaska to determine the applica- 
tion of the fish-trap law to In- 
dian tribes. (Metalakatla Indian 
Community v. Egan, 28 LW 4512) 


Venue Transfer 

On two occasions last Term a 
divided Court set forth consistent 
interpretations of Section 1404(a) 
of the Judicial Code. But the au- 
thor of the first opinion insisted 
that the second did violence to 
that interpretation. 

First, Mr. Justice Whittaker, 
on behalf of the majority, read 
into 1404(a)’s text authorizing a 
change of venue to “any other 
district where such action could 
have been brought” the require- 
ment that the transferee district 
be one where the action could 
have been brought at the time 
action was commenced in the 
transferor district. A district 
court is thus limited in its choice 
of transferee districts and no 
agreement by the defendant to 
appear in another district can 
remove this limitation. In the 
instant case the result was to 
force the defendant to submit 
to a trial in Texas although he 
had sought a change of venue to 
Illinois where the plaintiff resid- 
ed. But, since he could not have 
been served in Illinois at the 
outset, the court in Texas could 
not order the change of venue. 

Mr. Justice Brennan and Mr. 
| Justice Harlan joined in Mr. Jus- 
| tice Frankfurter’s dissent. Mr. 
| Justice Frankfurter felt that the 
|majority did not give effect to 
;the purpose of Section 1404(a), 





'which is the convenience of the | 


ppeereet and witnesses, in the in- 
terest of justice. Quoting from 
Commercial Insurance Co. V. 
Stone Co., 278 U. S. 177 at 179, he 
|said “[A venue statute] ‘merely 
/}accords to the defendant a per- 
sonal privilege respecting the 
venue, or place of suit, which he 
may assert, or may waive, at his 
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jin rem libel in admiralty, joined 
| with a libel in personam, to a 
| district where the in rem libel 
could not have been commenced. 
| The majority, speaking 
| through Mr. Justice Biack, rest- 
‘ed its decision on the fact that 
|the plaintiff could have com- 
| menced its in personam action 
j}against the defendant barge 
| owners in the transferee district. 
As a matter of fact, an action 
was pending in the transferee 
district involving the same par- 
ties and the same issue. The 
right of the defendant corpora- 
tion to have the venue changed 
in accordance with Section 1404 
(a) should not be barred by the 
fortuitous circumstance that a 
libel in rem against a barge was 
joined in the same complaint 
with the libel in personam. One 
purpose of the old admiralty 
fiction of libels against a vessel 
was to allow an action against 
the ship even though the own- 
er could not be reached. But, said 
the Court, ancient admiralty fic- 
tions have no place on dry land 
restricting the authority given 
the district courts by Section 
1404(a). 

Mr. Justice Whittaker, in dis- 
sent, protested against the gloss- 
ing over of the traditional dis- 
tinction between owner and ship; 
he argued that Section 1404(a) 
should produce no such result. If 
Hoffman v. Blaski means any- 
thing, it means that no action 
the defendant can authorize 


oi 





|a district court to transfer an 
|action to any district where it 
| could not have been commenced 


| originally. (Continental Grain 
|Co. v. Federal Barge Lines Inc. 
and Barge FBL-585, 28 LW 4620) 


Discovery 

The authority of district courts 
to promulgate local admiralty 
rules was curtailed by a divided 
Court. Holding that a local rule 
of the District Court for Northern 
Illinois which authorized the tak- 
ing depositions solely for the 
purpose of discovery was void, 
the Court methodically struck 
down the three arguments ad- 
vanced to support it. 

Speaking for the Court, Mr. 
Justice Harlan stated that he 
was unable to find any support 
for the doctrine that a district 
court, sitting in admiralty, had 
any inherent power to authorize 
the taking of depositions for dis- 
covery purposes. 

Nor does the term “discovery” 
in General Admiralty Rule 32C 
refer to anything beyond the 
discovery devices authorized by 
those rules of civil procedure 
that were thereby made applic- 
able in admiralty—and Civil Rule 
| 26 authorizing the taking of such 
| depositions is not among them. 
|Rather, Rule 32C embraces only 
}those forms of discovery tradi- 
tionally known to admiralty 
which did not include deposi- 
tions. The Court accepted the 
reasoning of Judge Rifkin in 
Mulligan v. U. S., 87 F. Supp. 79, 
81. 

And, since this local admiralty 
{rule is inconsistent with the gen- 
eral admiralty rules, it cannot 
fall within the class 
which General Rule 44 author- 
izes the district courts to promul- 
gate. 








of rules! 


illegally confined in that he was 
sentenced without trial despite 
his plea of not guilty and with- 
out a plea of guilty or non vult. 
His petition, in addition to al- 
leging the foregoing, states that 
in 1953 he applied to the Camden 
County Court for a reduction in 
sentence but the motion was de- 
nied; that in 1958 he applied to 
the same court for a writ of 
habeas corpus, which applica- 
tion was also denied; and that 
he then applied to the New Jer- 
sey Supreme Court for certifica- 
tion to the Camden County 
Court, which was also denied. 


Held: If, as petitioner asserts, 
he was sentenced without trial 
and without retraction of his 
plea of not guilty, there was a 
violation of his rights under the 
14th Amendment of the Federal 
Constitution. Petitioner, however, 











tion of other discovery rules to 
the discretion of the district 
courts. 


He seized upon the majority’s 
point that if the rule in question 
is a desirable one the Supreme 
Court itself can promulgate it. 
The desirability or efficacy of 
a new rule can best be determin- 
ed in the light of the experience 
district courts have had with it. 
To impose such a drastic restric- 
tion upon the local rule-making 
power of the district courts is to 
dry up a valuable source of new 
ideas for expediting civil actions 
in the federal courts. (Miner v. 
Atlass, 28 LW 4487) 

A unanimous Court settled a 
dispute between the circuits con- 
cerning the jurisdiction of the 
district courts to adjudicate sum- 
marily with respect to the assert- 
ed interest of a claimant in prop- 
erty distrained by the District 
Director of Internal Revenue. Cf 
Ersa v. Dudley, 234 F.2d 178; Raf- 
faele v. Granger, 196 F. 2d 620; 
Rothensies v. Ullman, 110 F.2d 
590. 

Speaking for the Court, Mr. 
Justice Black pointed out that 
summary adjudication is an ex- 
ception to the ordinary mode of 
administering justice. To the 
contention that Section 2463 of 
the Judicial Code puts property 
seized by the revenue offices into 
the custody of the Courts and 
thereby confers jurisdiction to 
summarily adjudicate as to all 
interests asserted in the property, 
the Court expressed disagree- 
ment. Rather, it pointed out, the 
statute was passed at the time 
of the 1833 nullification dispute 
with South Carolina and was in- 
tended to protect property seized 


by federal revenue officers from | 
summary action by state courts. 


It was never intended to give 
federal courts such jurisdiction. 
It will not be so read. (New 
Hampshire Fire Insurance Co. 
v. Scanlon, 28 LW 4282) 








available to him under the H+. 
eas Corpus Act of New Jers. 
from the date of his sent 
1931. That remedy is sut 
no limitation, and the 
New Jersey permits 
applications for the wr 2 
same act also provides tha: - 
prisoner may appeal from ¢:: 
decision of the County Coy: 
denying the writ, to the Appe’. 
late Division, and that the :- 
tion on such an appeal is re 
able by the New Jersey S 
Court on certification. A fy 
remedial step is availab): 
U. S. Supreme Court by petitio: 
for certiorari. 


While the writ of hat 
pus should be readily 
to all entitled to its bens 
ter-sovereign comity re 
that ordinarily a Federal 
refuse that relief to one in 
tody under a State Court j 
ment until he has exha 
available State remedies for th: 
same relief, including all appe'- 
late remedies in the s' ite Its 
and an application for certiorar 
to the U. S. Supreme Court. 


The petition here discloses 
itioner made no effort to 
a review of the denial of } 
plication to the Camden Counz 
Court other than to seek certif- 
cation to the New Jersey 
preme Court; that he 
sought certiorari to 
Supreme Court, and that heh 
not availed himself of th 
to re-invoke and pursu 
conclusion his remedy unde 

tate Statute. The 
therefore dismissed. 

Opinion by Wortendyke, 
filed Aug. 19, 1960 in In Re: 
dridge, Civil No. 684-60 
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Introducing ... 


DISABILITY 


For Members of NEW JERSEY 


BY COMMERCIAL INSURANCE 


A NEW OPTIONAL PLAN OF LONG TERM 


INSURANCE 


STATE BAR ASSOCIATION and 


ALL COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS WITH DISABILITY PLANS UNDERWRITTEN 


COMPANY OF NEWARK, N. J 


e LIFETIME Accident Benefits! 
@ 7 Years Sickness Benefits! 
@ House Confinement never required! 




















@ Weekly Indemnity up to $150.00! 
@ 25% premium reduction for Members under 4g¢ 
This Plan is available to Members under Age 60 who 
are in good health and able to qualify. 


Joined by Mr. Justice Douglas 35! 
and Mr. Justice Stewart, Mr 


Justice Brennan felt that this} 


Serving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 
Full Attorney Cooperation 
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io eke Wie 405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. Supreme Court in 1939 made the |} ADDRESS ...........cccsccssessssssssesssssnsssss - auepenecevsssssencnnenneee 


|corresponding civil procedure dis- 
covery rules mandatory in admir- 
lalty practice but left the adop- 
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SINCE 1926 





494 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. MArket 






































a 
Jar. 


_I| 


Ct 


rae 















93 N. J. L. J. Index Page 443 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1960 





Proposes To Make Study of Law More 
Intellectually Stimulating 





New York (ACCN) — The dean 
of Columbia University’s School 
of Law has called for a new ap- 
proach in the teaching of law 
which would shift some of the 
emphasis from the study of case- 


pooks to broad, integrated cours- | 


es of “problem seminars.” 

Dean William C. Warren said 
in his annual report that the 
traditional method of studying 
law by casebooks was satisfactory 
for first and second year stud- 
ents but was a questionable prac- 
tice for students in their final, 


are expected to learn much 





ning cases on particular 
ts such as contracts, per- 


subje 


sion of “problem seminars” which 
have been in limited, but suc- 
cessful, operation at Columbia 
for about 20 years. 

Dean Warren described his 
proposals this way: 

“We will attempt to apply 
more systematically in particu- 
lar areas the method of the prob- 
lem seminars, which have been 
in successful operation since 
1940. These seminars have been 
conducted with the help of dis- 
tinguished members of the bar. 

“Once a week one of the lat- 
ter submits a problem currently 





sonal property, and criminal law. | 


ost of their classroom discus- 
“enter on the cases in the 





of the factors that has 

a “progressive regroup- 
f law school subjects, Dean 
1 said, has been “an over- 
y n to the casebook and a 
d faith to the merits of con- | 
ng over three years the dia- 
1 exercises for which these 
are the provocative in- 
ts.’ 








here is every reason to ques- 
‘ion the profit, even to the aver- 
ge student,” the dean said, “of 
ving to this pattern of drili 
nd the second year of study. 
Ince a man has become reason- 
y adept in the handling of| 
nd statutory material, the | 
i does not provide intel- 
stimulation in proportion 
79 the time devoted to it.” 

‘As a means of acquiring} 
mowledge about a particular 
.”’ Dean Warren added, “it | 

oerfect.” 
Columbia law dean said 
tudents have shown a ten- 
to become bored with 
methods of study. Their 
, he said, “can be meas- 
y the extent to which they 
ut seminars to escape the 
m of the casebook courses.” 

emedy this situation, Dean 
en has proposed the expan- 
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| could be asked to analyze a pro- 


handled or disposed of in his of- 


| fice. On this problem the students 
eir law by studying books | 


are required to submit written 
memoranda which becomes the 
basis of seminar discussion. 
“During the term, a wide range 
of subjects labor, conflicts, 
credit transactions, domestic re- 


| lations — are considered. There 


is no casebook. If a student has 


had no formal course in matters | 


bearing on the problem he is 
cast upon his own resources to 
acquire a graps of the funda- 
mentals.” 

The dean said that an exper- 
imental seminar in a course on 
real estate transactions illustrat- 
ed this systematic approach to 
the problem seminars. 

In this experiment the school 
“offered an additional section 
limited to 18 students who were 
taught by the problem method. 
The regular casebook was used 
but the students were required to 
organize the material about a 
series of problems which drew 
upon many different chapters at 
one time.” 

The next step in integrating 
law courses, the dean stated, 
would require students to bring 
several legal subjects to bear on 
a Single problem, rather than 
limiting them to one area of the 
law. 

As an example, Dean Warren 
said, “if courses in corporations, 
taxation, and trade regulation 
were so integrated, students 


posal for the merger of two cor- 
porations and for the purchase 
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from HIGH POINT MONUMENT 
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title information accumulated in more than 
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State Bar Immigration 
Section To Meet 


A meeting of the Section on 
Immigration and Nationality 
Law of the New Jersey State Ban 
Association will be held on Thurs- 
day, September 15, 1960 at 4:00 
p.m. at the headquarters of the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion in Trenton, New Jersey. The 
meeting will be followed by a 
dinner at a location to be an- 
nounced later. 


Interprofessional Codes 
Exist In Half of States 





Twenty-one states and Puerto 
Rico have adopted interprofes- 
sional codes on relations between 
lawyers and doctors, the ABA 
;committee on cooperation with 
|AMA says in its report for the 
1960 annual meeting. The states 
whose bar and medical associa- 
|}tions have adopted such codes 
| were listed as: Alabama, Arizona, 
|Colorado, Connecticut, Georgia, 
| Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Massachu- 











| setts, New Jersey, New York, 
| North Carolina, North Dakota, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Tennes- 
| See, Texas, Virginia, West Vir- 
}ginia, Wisconsin and Wyoming. 
|Four other states were reported 
| actively considering such codes. 
| —— a 
| of the assets of one by the other, 
considering the rights of minor- 
ity stockholders, the tax implica- 
tions for shareholders, and 


the corporation and the antitrust 


implications.” 


Dean Warren said that the 
Columbia Law faculty had begun 
to consider regrouping courses as 
much as 40 years ago. 

Much of the basic thinking on 
the subject was done under Hu- 
ger W. Jervey, who was dean 
from 1924 to 1928, but the seeds 
had been sown in the preceding 
administration of Dean Harlan 








Fiske Stone. 
As early as 1922, two new 
courses were introduced, con- 


ceived and organized along func- 
tional lines instead of centering 
about legal concepts. 

These were a course in indus- 
trial relations (called labor law 
after 1938), dealing with the legal 
problems raised by the relations 
of labor organizations to employ- 
ers and the legal solutions to 
these problems, and= another 
course in illegal contracts and 
combinations (called trade regu- 
lation after 1923), dealing with 
illegality and its consequences in 
business transactions relating to 
both capital and labor under the 
common law and under current 
statutory regulation of commerce 
and industry. 

Commenting on these early re- 
visionists, Dean Warren said, “Not 
the least of the purposes of these 
men was the reduction of their 
curriculum to sensible dimen- 
sions. They proposed to do this 
by applying their philosophy that 
law should be studied in terms 
of its function and society. 


“Specifically, they worked for 
a regrouping relation to the 
nature of transactions, in place 
of the time-honored categories 
of the law itself. They were only 
partially successful, yet one need 
but compare the new course of 
study with that which preceded 
it to appreciate the significance 
of even a partial victory.” 

Concerning his new proposals, 
the Columbia dean said, “How 
far we can go in this direction 
we cannot know until we have 
had the experience on which to 
make an informed judgment. 


“One thing is clear: the whole 
purpose of the experiment would 
be defeated if we do not have 
the courage constantly to pro- 
vide new problems in any area. 
Otherwise we shall merely per- 
petuate in a different form the 


in 
iil 
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Closed Circuit TV For Court Rooms 
And Law Offices Proposed 





Washington, D. C. — Will jur- 
ies one day be able to see evi- 


\dence, by means of a closed cir- 


cuit television screen in the 
courtroom, at the same time they 
listen to testimony about it? 

And will the same electronic 
medium be used at some future 
time to bring to lawyers, all over 
the country, the best examples 
of continuing legal education— 
and thus make it easier for them 
to keep abreast of important 
developments in law? 

The TV in the courtroom idea 
comes from Linton Godown, Chi- 
cago, a handwriting and ques- 
tioned documents expert. This 
plan was demonstrated with a 
television camera and monitor- 
ing receiving sets at a meeting 
of the ABA Insurance, Negli- 
gence and Compensation Law 
section on Wednesday, Aug. 31, 
at the Shoreham hotel. The aud- 
ience was made up largely of 
trial lawyers. 

His idea is that there could be 
a camera in every courtroom, 
looking over the shoulder of the 
witness seated in the witness 
stand. When the witness was be- 
ing questioned about an item of 
exhibit evidence, such as a signa- 
ture, a written document, a 
photograph of an accident scene, 

r an x-ray of a broken bone, a 
blown-up likeness 


screen so the jury and judge 
could see it at the same time 


concerning that particular item 
of evidence. 

As it is now, such exhibits in- 
troduced in evidence are avail- 
able for examination by the 
judge and jury, but usually at 
some later time. 

“There’s no question,” said 
see on a large screen a picture 
of whatever it is the witness is 
testifying about, at the same 
time they hear the testimony, 
the jury’s comprehension will be 
much greater.” 

The idea of utilizing closed 
circuit TV, or video tape record- 
ings, in the field of continuing 
legal education for lawyers after 
they are admitted to practice, 
came from the American Bar 
Association’s Committee on Con- 


under the chairmanship 
Churchill Rogers, of New York. 


tinuing Education of the Bar,| 
of | 


of the evi-| | 
dence would be shown on the TV|of producing motion pictures or 


Godown, “that if the jury can} 





In a report prepared for the 
ABA meeting the committee said 
there should be some experi- 
mentation to determine ways in 
which these eleetronic commun- 
ications tools could be used to 
bring to lawyers everywhere the 
advantages of seeing and hearing 
top level authorities in various 
law fields. 


The report noted that closed 
circuit television is being used 
increasingly by leading univers- 
ities and in public schools to pro- 
vide large numbers of students 
with high quality instruction. 

Described in the report is a 
closed circuit radio medical ser- 
vice now available to doctors for 
$10 a month. 

The special radio service 
“brings three separate 15-min- 
ute medical news and informa- 
tion programs six days a week, 
12 hours a day,” the report said. 
“Each program is repeated four 
times during the day over a radio 
closed circuit system exclusively 
for doctors.” 

Included in the doctors’ radio 
service are medical news, clinical 
sessions, panel discussions, case 
histories and major develop- 
ments in the profession. Music 
provided wl the special 


is when 
programs are not being broad- 
cast. 

he report noted that the cost 





| video tape for closed circuit tele- 
vision is relatively expensive, and 





they listened to the testimony|that “differing state laws limit 


the choice of legal subjects for 
nationwide viewing.” 
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against claims arising from any 
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up-to-date Will. 





factors that make of casebook 








Whenever a change in tax laws, in family 
affairs, in business or economic conditions 
makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
And no Will, if unre- 
viewed, is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 


Department of Estates and Trusts 


THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 


810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK I, N. J. 
“Offices Throughout Essex County” 














study a pedestrian task.” 
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A PROCEDURE WORTH TRYING 


Rule 4:73 of the New Jers ey Court Rules offers what may be an 
effective way to help combat calendar congestion. It seems rarely 
to be used, and it may be that the bar is not familiar with it, perhaps 
because it is included among a group of rules dealing with provisional 
and special remedies like ne exeat, injunctions, receivers, and the 
like, while its nature makes it a rule more properly thought of as a 
step in the proceedings before trial. 

The rule provides, briefly, that a party defending a claim may, 
at least 10 days before trial, serve a formal offer to allow judgment 
to be entered against him in a stated amount, or for specific property, 
or according to other terms suited to the nature of the action. If it 
is accepted within 5 days, the offer and acceptance are filed and 
judgment is entered. But if the offer is not accepted in that time, 
and if the claimant does not obtain a judgment more favorable to 
him than the offer, then the claimant becomes obligated to pay 
the costs incurred after the making of the offer. 

An offer not accepted is deemed withdrawn under the rule, 
and evidence of its making is not admissible except in the proceeding 
to determine the obligation to pay ccsts incurred. 

There are, no doubt, many instances where a fairly assessed 
offer is made but is rejected in the hope of a higher recovery. A 
party is entitled, of course, to his own appraisal of the value of his 
case, but if he overestimates its worth, and rejects an offer equal to 
or better than he is found entitled to at the trial, the expense to 
which the other party is put in having to defend the claim is fairly 
chargeable to the claimant, even though he be successful, for he 
could have had his recovery voluntarily. 

The proper point at which the mechanism of this rule should 
be used will vary from case to case. There will be instances where 
the facts permit its use when the pleadings are at issue. In other 
matters, the conclusion of discovery may be a proper time, or the 
pretrial conference, when the exchange of positions has been com- 
pleted, may well be a suitable time. 

Certainly, in those cases where a defendant is willing to con- 
cede liability and make a fair offer of judgment, it should be possible 
to close the matter then and there. The rule establishes an effective 
mechanism for this desirable result and provides a balanced relation 
between the parties. If the defendant is unreasonably skimpy in 
his offer, he will fail to put claimant in a position where he will be 
faced with a decision of consequence. If a claimant is too cavalier 
in rejecting a fair and reasonable offer, he runs the risk of being 
required to cover the costs incurred by the defendant even if the 
claim results in a favorable judgment, if he does no better than 
the offer. Thus, a reasonable offer confronts the claimant with a 
question which he cannot casually dismiss 

The costs incurred by a defendant in preparing for trial could 
be considerable. There might be the stenographic expense of de- 
positions, the expense of locating witnesses and getting them to 
court, the expense of hiring expert witnesses to review the facts, 
render opinions and testify, the expense incurred for the services 
of counsel who might be called upon to advance or resist motions 
or Other applications, attend to discovery proceedings, appear for 
pretrial conference, conduct the defense at the trial, and so on. 

In some respects, the rule might be regarded as one calling upon 
the plaintiff to cover the damages of a defendant flowing from his 
having been put to the expense of an unnecessary trial. This, in 
turn, should offer a strong inducement to a defendant in a proper 
case to make a seriously considered offer in order to avoid that 
expense. Such offers, in the light of the obligation to cover the 
expense, are much more likely to be considered seriously. Thus, the 
rule seems well designed, if intelligently used and applied, to - 
courage the making and accept of serious proposals which will 
conclude the litigation at an early stage. Its success in achieving 
this object can only be measured in the light of the results. It 
deserves greater use than it has had, and its more frequent appli- 
cation should be encouraged. 

Lastly, the ingenuity of the procedure is worth noting. The 
offeror does not expose himself to the improper use of the offer if 
it is not accepted. The ruie contemplates that the offer be not filed 
unless accepted, and so it will not be in the record if rejected. In 
addition, the rule forbids admission into evidence of an unaccepted 
offer (except in connection with the later proceedings to establish 


ane 
ane 


the expense incurred from that time on), thus affording full protec- | 


tion to the defendant. 


| VOICE OF THE BAR 





COMMENT AND CRITICISM IN 


VITED 








| 

| Editor N. J. Law Journal 

| I have just received a copy of 
| your Law Journal of July 28, 1960, 
|}and was happy to read the edit- 


orial concerning “Arbitration, 
| Another Answer To Court Con- 
gestion.” 


The article is well written and 
explains the situation rather ful- 
ly. However, there is one point 
which you seem to be forgetting 
and that is the appropriation by 
City Councils of sufficient money 
to pay the arbitrators. Our City | 
Councils has already appropri- 
ated more than one million dol- 
lars and they are becoming a 
little bit recalcitrant in making 
sufficient appropriations to keep 
us up to date. This is something 





lof, namely, appropriating $350,- 
000.00 to pay private arbitrators 
to decide cases, ninety percent 


dents. 
You may give this some con- 
sideration. I would be happy to 


how the 
would go about appropriating 
this kind of money. 

Assuring you of my highest 
esteem and with kindest per- 
sonal regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
ADRIAN BONNELLY 


Court of Philadelphia 


Supreme Court Exhibit 
Opened To Public 


WASHINGTON (ACCN) 
interesting exhibit opened for 
inspection on the ground floor at 
the Supreme Court building from 
Monday, Aug. 29 through Friday, 
Sept. 2. 

It was prepared to coincide 
with the American Bar Associa- 
tion annual meeting, and was 
open to the public as well as to 
U.S. and British lawyers in Wash- 
ington for the ABA convention. 

The first part of the exhibit 
consisted of a collection of 107 
pictures mostly photographs 
of the following: 1) The 14 
chief justices of the United 
States; 2) the 82 associate justices 
of the U.S. Supreme Court (in- 
cluding the four who subsequent- 
ly became chief justices); 3) the 
11 “homes” of the court — the 
places where the court has met 
during the 170 years of its exist- 
ence. 

The second part of the exhibit 
related to the life and work of 
Chief Justice John Marshall. It 
included a notable collection of 
documentary materials. 

For example, on display was 
the case filed in Ware v. Hylton 
(1776), the only case argued in 
the Supreme Court by John Mar- 
shall; opinions in a number of 
cases written in Marshall’s own 
hand; the original files in such 
famous cases of the Marshall era 
as Marbury v. Madison, McCul- 
loch v. Maryland, and Gibbons v. 


Ogden; a number of letters in 
Marshall’s hand, including a 3- 
paper autobiographical sketch 


written by 
1801; 

Also the personal bench dockets 
maintained by the chief justice 
during the February Terms 1815 
and 1820; the original minutes of 


the chief justice in 


the court for Feb. 4, 1801, and 
Jan. 12, 1836, the first and last 
days of Marshall’s services as 


chief justice; and a moving mem- 

orial written by the chief justice 
on the second anniversary of the 
death of his wife. 

There was also a remarkable 
collection of physical objects 
once the property of the Chief 
Justice John Marshall: His orig- 
inal bench chair, the judicial 
robes which he wore while on the 
court, a traveling desk, the ink- 
well and paper-weight which he 
used at court, and such personal 
}items as the chief justice’s spec- 








which Councils never dreamed | 


of which are automobile acci- | 


hear from your office to learn! 
great City of Newark} 


President Judge Municipal | 


— An 


AN OPEN LETTER TO KEN- 
NETH B. HAWKINS, ESQUIRE, 
OF THE ILLINOIS BAR. 

Dear Sir, 

I read with interest your article 
entitled, “The Trial of a Lawsuit 
in the United States”, in the 
August, 1960, issue of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association Journal. 


With all respect to your many 
years and successes at the Bar, I, 
as a young lawyer, having been 
admitted in 1955, am somewhat 
| disturbed by your writing. 





“In the United States an in- 
jured person is generally called | 
upon immediately by several | 
individuals, each representing 
a plaintiff’s personal injury 
lawyer. One of the individuals 
usually persuades the injured 
person to sign a contingent fee 
contract to employ the lawyer 
he represents. The solicitation 
is more likely to succeed with 
persons of little or no legal ex- 
perience. If the runner, or 
‘ambulance chaser’, as he is 
called, represents one of the 
better personal injury lawyers, 
a good service is rendered, but 
if the reverse is true, a great 
disservice is done the unfor- 
tunate victim.” 

May I respectfully call your at- 
‘tention to the A.B.A.’s Canon of 
Professional Ethics, No. 28, which 
States in part 

‘,. It is disreputable. ..to breed | 

litigation by seeking out those 

with claims for personal in- 
juries...to secure them as 
clients, or to employ agents or 
runners for like purposes...A 
duty to the public and to the 
profession devolves upon every 
member of the Bar having 
knowledge of such _ practices 
upon the part of any practi- 
tioner immediately to inform 
thereof, to the end that the 
offender may be_ disbarred.” | 

(Emphasis added). 

These Canons are made a part 
of the rules of court in the State 
of New Jersey and I am proud to} 
say that they are scrupulously | 
followed by the members of our | 
Bar. I find it difficult to believe 
that the same situation is not} 
the case in the State of MDlinois | 
and in Chicago. 

My concern with 
ment, above quoted, 
by the fact that this 
Journal was intended for distri- 
bution to the members of the| 
English Bar who are joining with 








| 


your state- | 
is increased | 
issue of the | 


| 


our Association in its annual 
meeting in Washington, D. C., 
this month. 


You may now wish to turn over 
to your Bar Association the long 
list of attorneys who have en- 
gaged in this practice, and thus 
perform a very real service to the 
Bar and the public. If such a list 
is not produced, I can only feel 
that your article is misleading 
and that you have done a real 
disservice to the members of the 
American Bar Association, and 
have embarassed us in the eyes 
of our English brothers at the 
Bar. 





Very truly yours, 
Leonard J. Felzenberg 





Announcements 


| execution, nominal 


Herbert G. Draesel announces 
the removal of his law offices to 
231 Closter Dock Road (Rockland 
Electric Building), Closter. Gerald 
Breitenstein will continue his as- 
sociation with him. 


| will be deemed to “en 





Emanual M. Sultan announces 
the removal of his law offices to 
40 Journal Square, Jersey City 6. 

Malcolm H. Greenberg an- 
nounces the removal of his office 
to 32 North Day Street, Orange. 











tacles, cuff links and knee buck- | 
les, some of his personal law | 
books, and a carpet bag which he | 
used while riding circuit. 


| | ie 
| assignment or otherwise, t! 


| over a period of time greater poe 


| not be deemed to be 


|in any 


Home Repair Contracto, 
Defined 


Charles R. Howell 
Comm. of Banking and ata, 
Pursuant to the provisions ; 
N.J.S.A. 17:1-8.2, I find as 
that the safety and genera 
fare of the public require 
promulgation of this rule w 
prior notice and hearing i 
that persons requiring | 
pursuant to the proyisi -$ 
Chapter 41, P. L. 1960 may ha:y: 
the benefit of the interpretatioy, 
contained in this rule in time -:. 
obtain necessary licenses bef, 
the effective date of the act, i 
tember 7, 1960. ; 


I. PERSONS AND TRANSAC. 
TIONS COVERED 













N orde 








A. This rule should be read 
conjunction with the terms 
the “Home Repair Financing Ac: 
and is not a substitute therefor 
It is promulgated in order to ir. 
terpret and _ reconcile, wher: 
necessary, its provisions consis: 
ently with the remedial objectiy: 
of the act. 

B. In the administration 
paragraphs 1(d) and 16, 0] 
lowing will be deemed to 1 -eQuir 
licensing as a “Home Repair Cor 
tractor”: 





¢ 









(1) A person who, for his 
account, solicits and procures th: 
execution of a home repair cor- 
tract by an owner, and who sigz 
said home repair contract as 
contractor, or who has such : 
home repair contract solicited 
and executed on his behalf =: 
his agent. 












(2) A person who, for his ow 
account, solicits and procu 
execution of a home repa 


| tract by an owner, and who sig: 
|said home repair contract 





contractor, and who subsec 
assigns said home repair tra 
to another for its performance 





(3) A person who assumes, © 





tractual responsibility 
a home repair contract, a 
fits thereunder. 


to perform 








C. A contract for “goods” o: 
“services,” whether contained = 
one or more documents, execute: 
between an “owner’ brag é 
or supplier of “goods” 

lices” to such "owner" 
deemed a “home repair cont 
if it provides that the ‘ 
price’ of said “goods” 
| ices” is to be paid in inst 











3 months; provided, howe' V 





tract for “goods” is made Ww: 
the express understanding 
representation that such “go 00s 
will be utilized, installed or 4 
plied by the “owner” indeper 
ently, and not directly 
directly in conncetion wit! 
written, oral or implied inst2- 
ment contract for “service 
such contract for 


Go 
or 4, 


ar 
U 


oods' 


aa 
a “home t* 





pair contract.” 


D. A person who participa 
2 or more home repair ¢ 
calendar year ¥% 
deemed to be “in the ! 
for the purpose of qua 
a home repair contractor. 





the 
or 
home repair contract, 
cludes as a party thereto 
Jersey owner and is tc 

formed in New Jersey, it 
deemed to be subject to 
Repair Financing Act. 


Notwithstanding 














business of a ‘home rep 
tractor’ in this state” i 
calendar year, 2 or mo 
repair contracts execute 
or assigned to him for peter" 
ance are performed in tis >" 


E. This regulation shall deo 


| effective immediately. 


Charles R. Howell 
Commissioner 0! 
and Insurance 
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Share Repurchases Under Modern 
Corporation Laws 


(Continued from last week) 





Reasonable objections from 
the unfavored shareholders may 
perhaps be sufficiently satisfied 
py recommendations to be made 

Before dealing generally 


later. : p 

with shareholder rights in stock 
nepurchases, however, certain 
credito’ objections to such re- 


purchaéses even out of surplus 
as defined in the Model Act) 
should first be considered. 

As indicated above, the Model 
Act permits share repurchases 
not only from “earned surplus” 
put also from “capital surplus,” 






the 





rplus, since under 
Act definitions 

uapias is that excess of net as- 
sets over stated capital which is 
ot earned surplus. 

he Act is, therefore, silent as 
) the problem raised by such 
oases aS Randall v. Bailey,” a 
York decision which held 
an unrealized appreciation, 
solely to the economic in- 
in the value of realty 




















~ | Or 


capital) seem essential to creditors since | 


vyned by a corporation would, 
mnstitute surplus. Under the 
Act, such surplus would be 

lable for share repurchases 






ight effectively a 
oail-out” of the eholders 
fa faltering corporation at the 
xpense of creditors (who would 
only small protection 

the insolvency limitation) 

y jurisdiction which chose 

w the Randall decision. 
The obverse of the asset write- 


permit 


shar 
snar 






ip is capital write-down, 
ra shrinking of assets on which 
reditors may depend to pay 

tis owing to them. The situ- 


1 is age dangerous for 
reditors since corporations in 
od fie circumstances 
which have an unimpaired 
1 and a substantial earned 
will not resort to such 












% the Mode! Act, 
surplus,” the result of a 
d of stated capital, 
also be available for share 
lases. The Model Act, and 
1odern statutes influenced 
are generous in allowing 
‘tion of “stated capital” 
y case by two-thirds vote 


“reduc- 


the affected shareholders 
ections 53 and 55), or even 
under section 63) by mere 
ajority shareholder vote, 





lere the new stated capital is 

below the sum of the aggre- 
ar value of all shares plus 
ibined liquidation prefer- 
of all shares having such 
Surplus thus created is 
sly made “capital surplus” 












available for share repurchase. 

Through use by a corporation 
of either of these techniques, 
creditors may discover that what 
they justifiably considered to be | 
capital has been legally filtered | 
off to their detriment for the 
benefit of shareholders. 

While not sufficient to obviate 


thése problems, at the very least ! 


creditors should have the pro- 
tection that no share purchases 
will be made’ if the ¢orporation 
is insolvent, or would be rend- 
ered go by the purchases, in 
either‘ the equity sense (as is 
required under the Model Act)” 
in the bankruptcy sense.” 
This minimal requirement would 


a dying corporation may still be | 
able to meet its obligations as 
they fall due (i.e., be technically | ' 
solvent in the equity sense), al-| 
though its assets are less than 


its total debts (insolvency in the | 


bankruptcy sense). Such a re- 
quirement is ‘“built-into” 


Model Act, but only in those 


cases where purchases are per- | 


mitted solely from surplus, and 
not in the extraordinary situ- 
ations 


|from either surplus or capital. 
| Creditors will indeed suffer if a 


corporation can fritter away its | asset 


liquid assets through legal share 
repurchases until the “house of 
cards” finally collapses in bank- 
ruptcy. Fortunately, some states 
have been foresighted enough to 
correct this Model Act deficien- 
cy. 

For truly adequate protection, 
a restriction on share repur- 
chases which retains the asset 
fund at a level higher than that 
barely necessary to prevent 
bankruptcy is requisite. To fore- 
stall reduction of the assets to 
this dangerous level, it is im- 
portant to restrict such pur- 


fi 














er section 64), and is hence today’s . a te a oe 
3 raeeea ; - os g 1a V anid. the 
: - + . 2 AS 03 rem t as the ct of ine reasing 
: # a sstence of ir ground of potential 
su : 177-7 See 10P Sila é ses in cases of 
s 45 19 ; See Is i 
! 
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We invite you to learn more about your professional tools—the 
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SONEY & SAGE CO. 
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We have been serving the New Jersey Bar for over 60 years so fon 
when the SONEY & SAGE LL.D.* man drops in to see you, he al 


744 Broad Street 
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the | 


where purchases may be} 





of figure 
hen liquidation value 
mpo the real val if 

t ts ring power, rather than 
i t re of such possit 

co r issets Thi s, of cour 
4 yl re are defects in 

I e > m1 ¢ a balance 
| st, hich i argely only a reeord 
| g expel s Unfortunately, how- 
j ever, “dito stock! lers alike have 
|as their only security tl ined assets of 
| the corporation. T balance sheet may not 
| reveal the exact of these assets, but 
} it does at least or ar reflect their cost, 
| and especially in tl ase of cash and re- 
| ceivables less d gives the most reliable 
| in i worth which accounting 
ias yet provided. 

While it may not always be true, (e.g., a 
corporation may n high total asset 
figure, but too mproductive assets 
earried at an eost, and too few 
liquid assets) a corporation with a high 
asset total is ordinarily better off than one 
with a lower Certainly, even in a 
very profitable ation, creditors and 
shareholders have more of a prospective stake 
where the corporation has retained earn- 
ings, as revealed by a higher asset level on 


chases to surplus which has ac- 
tually been earned, as opposed 
to allowing such repurchases to 


be made from a “surplus” which 


stated capital requirements as 
a protection for creditors.“ They 
lare also a protection for the 
|shareholders. Their effect is 
obviously to keep the asset fund 
at a level higher than that which 
would otherwise be the case. As 
such, they prevent the dilution 





































92. 1 Ce r, B: stcey Par. 1.19, at 93 
(14th ed. 1956) sts that the bank- 
ruptey insolvency t postpone the day 
when a I ispend its business 
to a l r da s the equity insolv- 
I rs “i that this is often 
} m a is A Kt f 

} ns¢ lV hy. ar j 
s ‘they mature, i.e., 
| till nt i e equi », See note, 15 
|N.C.L. Rev. 199, 200-01 37). In Corey v 
| Wardsworth, 99 Ala. 68, 78, 11 So. 350, 35. 
(1892) t “At what stase 

j}of a r ist it be pro- 
EP ig vent. s ¢ it meiehin 
oe neip s is not 


j me 
| pro 

| 

| so 


what 























assets 


ion (per- 





















Ge 


nerally, whatever keeps 
high is desirable 


the balance sheet. 
the corporate asset 





is, in reality, partly (or com- 
pletely), diverted capital. 
Authors usually speak off 


of the real value® of all shares. 
Asset disintegration through 
the subterfuge of artificial cre- 
ation and distribution of capital 
surplus is as detrimental to 
shareholders as it is to creditors, 
at least to those who are not 
bought out. Hence, for the pro- 
tection of both creditors and 
shareholders, by and large, share 
repurchases should be limited 
to actually earned surplus, and 
not surplus in general, as the 
Model Act in effect allows.” 
Shareholders also _ have 
grounds for disapproving un- 
limited purchases even out of 


earned surplus. As _ Stevens 
points out, one objection is: 
[T]he agreement between 


* them contemplates equal dis- 


and equal distribution of cor- 
porate assets, after the satis- 
faction of creditors. A share- 
holder may protest if the cor- 
porate purchase of the shares 
of another member will have 
the effect of increasing the 
burden of corporate liability 
of those who remain share- 
olders, for the fund applicable 


96. A corporation’s assets are like a 
housewife’s measuring cup filled wi ith flour. 
One calibration on the cup is bankruptcy in- 
solvency (an amount equal to the debt 
(ideally) a higher ealibration is for statea 
capital, while (ideally) a still higher line 
marks the level of necessary for t 
plus capital surplus. Only a foolish house wife 
would throw away a part of her flour. Ou 
a foolish shareholder would will ingly di afote 
the asset level of the corporation by gif 
to others. Money once spent t 
shares is ‘‘gone, and ver must return,"’ 
beth senior and junior shareholders 
excepting recipients of the money 
stolen from the remaining st beh 
s) have as m we of an objection as 
creditors not only to yurchases from al 
but also to pu re ‘hases fr ym vengrnnaier rplus 
d out of capital. The sum to of the 
inal money vestinent of all ; 
meme rs is equal not to the total 
capital it really to that sum plus the total 
f capit fr surplus. Therefore, if original 
= ireholders A and B each invest $100 for a 
hare 7 wly formed corporation, the 
of atlowina purchases from other than 
to allow the cor- 
repay Lb his 
his privil- 
f withdrawing from membershi 
to him than remaining in tle 
, but also to give him ad- 
bonus taken from the remaining 
yider’s (A’s) investment. In short, 
A’s $100 is taken to make a gift 
This ‘‘robbing Peter to pay Paul’’ is 
ultimate result of allowing share repur- 
from other ar surplus actually 
2 bree ged? ot only cre m ors but 
all shareholders, ior and junior, have a 
l interest in havi ng all share sia 
y made from earned surplus 


s), 


assets ese 


¢ 





legally 


older 














lus is 
fully 
xereising 
T ofter 
p (otten 


anu 





part of 
to B. 


the 


irchases 


tribution of corporate losses |, 


to corporate debts has been 
reduced by the amount of the 
purchase price. The corollary 
of this is that the pro rata 
share which each member will 
receive upon dissolution will 
be less than the amount which 
has been paid to the member 
whose shares have been pur- 
chased. This objection would 
be valid whether the purchase 
were made out of capital or 
out of surplus. In other words, 
each shareholder has a right 
to insist that, if the shares of 
any other member are pur- 
chased by the _ corporation, 
there will be a breach of the 
contract between the mem- 
bers, unless the price paid 
does not exceed that amount 
which the others would re- 
ceive if the corporation were 
dissolved.” 

Partial protection’ to over- 
come this objection could be had 
by requiring the corporation to 
make a pro rata offer to pur- 
chase to all shareholders of the 
class at the same price.” Any 
“bonus” on the purchase price 
would result in the same equi- 
table distribution of surplus as 
would a dividend (at least to 
those electing to sell), even if 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


) Stevens, op. cit. supra note 88, at 
278. Also see Ballantine, op. cit. supra note 
58, at 609. 
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Share Repurchases 





(Continued from page 5) 





the price paid is over the market | 


value (so long as the same price 
offer is made to each member 
of the class to purchase his | 


shares in the proportion held). | 


As long as his pro rata share of 
corporate surplus is distributed 
to him in this way, no share- 
holder has grounds for com- 
plaint. An alternative, where 
there were so many shares out- 
standing that a corporation 
could not afford to take even a 
small percentage of each share- 
holder’s stock, or many very 
small holdings exist, necessitat- 


98. Such a formula as Stevens suggests, 
payment of no more than liquidation value, 
might be possible in the case of preferred 


which they are 
fixed by 


shares, because the a 
to receive 







jount 
1 is often 
n ract 


their share} (often at par). 
See, however, “Ballantine, op. cit. supra note 
88, at 507-09, indicating that the liquidation 


value of even such shares may be different 
from their call value. The Model Act, of 
course, does attempt to do this in the case 
of redeemable shares (a term usually synony- 
mous with preferred) by fixing the call price 
as the maximum amount payable on re- 
purchase. However, as to common shares, 
this is either unworkable -(e.g., at eacn 
purchase, good will would have to be evalu- 
ated and going concern and asset vVaiue 
recomputed), or so onerous (if interpreted to 
mean involuntary liquidation value, it would 
probably be so low as to effectively discourage 
any shareholder from selling, except ia an 
artificially deflated market) as to effectively 
prevent all such repurchases. While Stevens’ 
proposal would offer more complete pro- 


tection, it could not be considered as a feas 
ible answer to the problem. 

99. ‘Pro rata offer’’ here means ‘‘tender 
offer,’ whereby a corporation would offer to 


repurchase, at a given price, a fixed propor- 
tion of each shareholder's shares in a com- 


pany. If each shareholder sells the entire 
number of shares the corporation § offers 
to take from him, the effect is 
merely a partial liquidation, which 
will result in the same _ equitable dis- 


tribution of the corporation's surplus as a 
dividend, and also preserve the relative voting 
position of each shareholder. Problems arise, 
however, if any of the shareholders hvids 
only 1 share, since then the offer to purchase 
would only be for 1/4 of a share in the 
example given, and this would necessitate 
the undersirable issuance of fractional shares. 


Similarly, if the security were traded on a 
securities exchange, “odd-lot’’ problems 
might be created by ownership of small 


numbers of shares. (Shares on a stock ex- 
change are normaliy traded in lots of 100, or 
in the case of certain highly priced securi- 
ties in lots of 10. Other quantities are called 
“odd-lots’’ and create trading prob- 
lems.) 


special 


To obviate such difficulties, an alternative 


procedure, svch as that permitted by the 
New York Stock Exchange in redemptions, 
might be allowed: selection by lot of the | 
shareholders to whom repurchase offers 
would be made. The New York Stock Ex- 


change does not specify the manner in which 
drawing by lot should be conducted. The 
fairest system (rather than one lot for each 
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ing fractional purchases, :might 
be the selection by lot of the 
shares to which repurchase of- 
| fers would be made.” 

| The Model Act, of course, con- 
tains neither requirement of 
pro rata offer nor selection by 
lot. Such provisions, however, 
while protecting a shareholder 
from abuses in purchases from 
his own class, would still allow 
a corporation to buy up its com- 
mon stock, thus undermining 
the equity of the preferred to 
the detriment of these share- 
holders.” Some protection here, 
at least to those who choose to 
read the articles and not pur- 
chase preferred shares from cor- 
porations lacking such a quali- 
fication, could be had by ex- 
pressly allowing a corporation to 
place any further restrictions 
(in addition to those contained 
in the corporation statute) on 
the exercise of the power to re- 
purchase in its articles of in- 
corporation, or even deny it al- 
together should it so choose. 
Such a provision might, e.g., for- 
bid purchases of common stock 
over the objection of any, or a 
specified percentage, of the pre- 
ference shareholders.” 


Additional protection to these 
shareholders from harm through 
purchases of junior shares would 
be given by adding the limita- 
tion found in the North Caro- 
lina statute which forbids pur- 
chases “if at the time of or as 
a result of such acquisitions: 

“(3) The highest aggregate 
liquidation preference cf the 





or each certificate num 
lot for each share 


shareholder's name 
ber) would seem to be one 


of stock, identified, of course, as to owner- 
ship. 
It should be observed that under a br 











rata offer only those shareholders who elect 
to sell to the corporation share in i 
“dividend.’"’ ALL unrepurchased shareholders 
obviously not only fail to share but suffer 
diminution of the fund available for real 





m offers to buy from him. Under ‘ot 
distribution and 


For these 


corpora tic 


selection 


| dividends to them. Moreover, the voting con- 
j trol remains the same only if each share- 
|} holder elects to sell all of the shares the 
| 

| 


both dividend 
voting control are left to 
reasous, approval of the 
| class to be repurchased seems an additional 
safeguard necessary to the preservation of 
their rights. It should be further observed 
that under either system all shareholders 
whatever class, whose shares are not repur- 
chased, suffer an obvious decrease in the 
fund available for payment to them of real 
dividends. Hence, the approval of 
of -shareholders should be required for pur- 
chases from any single group. 

100 Offers to repurchase on a first-come- 
| first-served basis are a third possible alterna- 


chance. 
shareholders of the 


all classes 











| tive. Yet, they are difficult to 

fairly where the shareholders are widel) 
scattered throughout me country, and re- 
quire, as a result, too great statutory deail 
They are therefore an undesirable method for 
j solving the problem. See Ne ~w York Stock 
Exchange Manual, note 58 supra, at A179-80 


101 Ballantine, op. cit. supra note $8, 
at 609, discussing the perils of share re- 
purchases, observes: ‘‘They may be so used 


margin of 
shares, de 


as to undermine the equity or 
safety back of preferred ase 
assets and surplus and so defeat the reason- 
able expectations of preferred shareholders 
as to future dividends and also those in 
arrears.’’ See also Hills, Model Corporation 
Act, 48 Rarv. L. Rev. 1334, 1371 n.62 
(1935). 

102. 





Act § 
whether 
Such 


It is not clear under Model 
48(f) (i) and the last sentence, 
such a limitation would be effective. 
a charter provision gives only illusory pro- 
on unless it is made clear that the 
rote of the effected shareholders will be re 








lq quired for any charter amendment. Section 
|} 55(e) of the Model Act would have to be 
amended to make it certain that sucn a 
| charter amendment would be construed as 
| constituting a change in the “designations, 
preferences, limitations or relative righis’’ 


| of these shares. 
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shares to remain outstanding 
having prior or equal claims to 
the assets of the corporation 
would exceed the net assets of 
the corporation, or 

“(4) There exists any unpaid 
accrued dividends or dividend 
credits with respect to any 
shares entitled to preferential 
dividends ahead of the shares 
to be purchased ......."™ 
“A third method of protecting 
preferred shareholders would be 
to require their approval, e.g., 
by two-thirds vote, of any pur- 


chases of shares junior (or 
equal) to them in dividend or 
liquidation preference before 


such purchase could be under- 
taken. 

It should be observed that 
neither the Model Act ncr any 
of its most slavish followers ex- 
tend any of these protections.” 
While all would be indicated to 
give complete safety to senior 
securities from discriminating 
repurchases of junior shares, no 
statute can be said to offer even 
minimal ffinancial safeguards 
without at least one of the above 
protective provisos. Junior 
shareholders, of course, them- 
selves require for their own pro- 
tection the fair treatment guar- 
anteed by pro rata offer. 

One might add that to protect 
members of the class being re- 
purchased in any case where 
neither pro rata offer nor lot 
selection is required, or if per- 
mission to use other than earned 
surplus is retained, the statute 
should also require shareholder 
approval not only by superior 
classes, but also by the class to 
be repurchased itself, whether 
that class be ordinarily entitled 
to vote or not (as is usually true 
with senior shares, barring divi- 
dend defaults.) 

Otherwise holders of a con- 
trolling block of common could 
divert all the corporate surplus 
to their own shares, however 
few, of a non-voting preferred. 
Furthermore, purchase of shares 
senior to their own offers a pos- 
sibility of damage to all shares 
junior to those purchased. Many 
people, judges included,” ap- 
parently forget that ‘“what’s 
gone is gone.’’ Money spent for 
senior shares in that much less 
for junior shares in dividends or 
liquidation value, and this is 
true despite bookkeeping entries 
to the contrary. The protection 
of junior shareholders not only 
demands pro rata or by lot offers 
to buy where purchases are to 
be made from their own class, 
but also requires their approval 
of all purchases from classes 
senior to them, since whatever 
goes to these senior shareholders 
means correspondingly less will 
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go to them. 

In addition to these deficien- 
cies in financial protection of- 
fered to all shareholders under 
the Model Act and its modern 
followers, there is a further ob- 
jection to these statutes render- 
ing them especially unsatisfac- 
tory to the junior (voting) 
shareholders whose shares are 
the subject of repurchase. Stev- 
ens, writing with prescience be- 
fore the appearance of the 
Model Act and its modern coun- 
terparts, thus phrased the ob- 
jection: 

The purchase by a corporation 
of its own shares may have an 
effect upon the voting power of 
the remaining shareholders and 
be objectionable to them on that 
score. It has been decided that 
the corporation’s acquisition of 
its own shares does not auto- 
matically effect a merger or a 
cancellation of the shares. The 
shares may be cancelled, but, 
unless intentionally cancelled, 
they remain divisible share in- 
terests which may be resold. 
Nevertheless, while the corpor- 
ation holds its own shares, they 
may not be voted, and, by thus 
reducing the total number of 
votes which may be cast at a 
shareholders’ meeting, the num- 
ber of votes required to consti- 
tute a majority is less thar be- 
fore the purchase. Consequently, 
a group who held 49 per cent of 
an outstanding tota! of 100 
shares will control 51 per cent 
of the voting power if the cor- 
poration purchases and holds 4 
of the outstanding 100 shares. 
Again, from the standpoint of 
the shareholder objecting on 
this ground, it will make no dif- 
ference whether the purchase 
be made out of capital or sur- 
plus. His objection in this in- 
stance is not the fundamental 
one that the corporation lacks 
authority to acquire its own 
shares, but rather that the di- 
rectors or the majority share- 
holders are using their power to 
work a fraud upon him.” 

The suggested requirement of 
pro rata offer insures that rela- 
tive voting position will be main- 
tained even when voting shares 
are being purchased, at least if 
all shareholders accept the of- 
fer.” To overcome the necessity 
for pro rata offer (pro rata pur- 
chase such as is required by sec- 
tion 55-52(c) (1) of the North 
Carolina Business Corporation 
Act is impractical since refusal 
of any shareholder to sell would 
defeat the entire purchase 
plan), an alternative require- 
ment of two-thirds shareholder 
approval by the class to be pur- 
chased is probably high enough 
to prevent imposition in most 
cases.“ However, this dispensa- 
tion should be limited. 
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r limitation that even 


(2) that, with such 


ions, only earned sur- 
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tions, and that even re- 
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ot, with any resales of un- 
led shares carrying pre- 
fe rights; (3) that repur- 
and resale require express 
holder approval, at the 
a such repurchase,” by 
not only of 


insolvent in either the 
or bankruptcy sense. 
question naturally pre- 
itself as to what excep- 
if any, are to be allowed 
the strict limitations sug- 
as indicated above, con- 
requiring the corporation 
are not 
in three different 
ons: (1) as part of an 
1 share subscription con- 
(2) where the shares are 
as part of an employee 
> plan, (3) in a “close” 
on to insure that on 
irement or death of one 
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the subscriber if the subscriber 
becomes dissatified with his in- 
vestment. Such repurchase 
agreements are generally part 
of some stock selling scheme by 
high pressure salesmen. Some 
courts have even made a judi- 
cial exception in favor of this 
practice under statutes restrict- 
ing withdrawal of ‘capital stock’ 
or forbidding purchases except 
out of surplus. Specious reasons 
have been assigned to explain 
the upholding of such escape 
provisions, as that the transac- 
tion is only a conditional sale or 
a ‘sale and return contract,’ and 
that the corporation cannot re- 
tain the subscription price and 
at the same time repudiate the 
illegal agreement to repurchase. 
This is even carried so far as to 
validate an agreement to pay a 
premium on repurchase and to 
pay interest as part of the pur- 
chase price, obviously illegal. 
Such agreements, used to entice 
reluctant and inexperienced sub- 
scribers, should be condemned as 
dangerous to creditors and un- 
fair and_ discriminatory as 
against other shareholders even 
if creditors are not immediately 
threatened.” 

The pernicious nature of such 
agreements, often unknown to 
other unfavored' shareholders, 
should be sufficiently obvious. 
They allow selected shareholders 
of a financially shaky corpora- 
tion to escape with their entire 
investment intact at any time 
before insolvency. This is pal- 
pably unfair to the other share- 
holders, to say nothing of credi- 
tors. Even were repurchase to be 
at a price no higher than the 
shareholder’s liquidation propor- 
tion of the assets, and paid com- 
pletely from surplus, the repur- 
chase would be objectionable as 
a device for manipulating voting 
control. 

When recourse to such agree- 
ments must be had, eg., if no 
other means of raising money 
for the corporation is available, 
they should only be permitted 
with full knowledge and two- 
thirds approval of the share- 
holders. No exception should 
be made for such purchases, ex- 
cept from the requirement of 
pro rata offer. 

Moreover, case law in some 
states has created another 
strange and hidden danger to 
creditors and shareholders by 
allowing shareholders who have 
been given notes for their re- 
purchased shares to come in as 
general creditors on an insolv- 
ency distribution.”* Even though 
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shareholders who have been 
completely repurchased in a 
bona fide transaction may fairly 
be said to take priority over the 
corporate shareholders on such 
an insolvency distribution, the 
danger of abuses would seem to 
dictate that their claims be su- 
bordinated to those of general 
creditors.” 

Yet another defect of the 
Model Act is its silence regarding 
repurchase agreements, and its 
failure to fix clearly the time 
for application of the insolvency 
test. If the test is to be applied 
at'the time of the contract, the 
corporation will usually be solv- 
ent, and the transaction, there- 
fore, permissible. If applied when 
the shareholder elects to en- 
force his rights to sell, or be 
paid, the opposite may well be 
true. Clever shareholders may 
thus be able to sectire for them- 
selves all the benefits of share- 
holders if the business prospers, 
while at the same time possess- 
ing all the safeguards of credi- 
tors if the business fails. 

The 1957 revision of the Model 
Act, apparently designed to cor- 
rect this ambiguity, now forbids 
not only purchase of, but also 
payment for, its shares when the 
corporation is or would be ren- 
dered insolvent by such “repur- 
chase or payment.” Nonetheless, 
the ambiguity remains. How, for 
example, is an agreement to re- 
purchase made while the cor- 
poration is solvent, but payable 
by notes some of which mature 
after insolvency has occurred, to 
be treated? Is the noteholder to 
be denied all participation even 
with that of shareholders? Must 
all earlier payments be refund- 
ed? The answer would be to 
subordinate these claims’ to 
those of general creditors, but 
allow them priority over unre- 
purchased shareholders. Such 
persons are centaurs: half credi- 
tor, half shareholder. It is only 
appropriate to treat them as 
such, unambiguously. 

Agreements to repurchase 
shares, therefore, should be ac- 
corded special treatment. Yet, 
instead of special exceptions in 
their favor, such repurchases 
should be subjected to an ad- 
ditional limitation, namely, that 
for the insolvency test the time 
of enforcement of the contract 
will control, and that if the 
shares have already been sur- 
rendered and a corporate obli- 
gation given, the obligation will 
be subordinated to the rights of 
general creditors on such insolv- 
ency.™” 

Furthermore, the _ requisite 
shareholder approval should be 
given a sufficient time after the 
corporation has actually com- 
menced business to prevent 
“dummy” ratification by tech- 
nical shareholders often used to 
effect incorporation for those 
really interested. 
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ABA Exploring Group Retirement Plan 





ward the possible establishment 
of a group retirement trust fund 
to assist American Bar Associa- 
tion members in setting up in- 
dividual retirement programs has 
been drafted by an informal ABA 
study committee. The tentative 
proposal still is subject to forma! 
action of the Association’s Board 
of Governors, 
changes based upon the final 
form of pending legislation in 
Congress. 

ABA President John D. Randall 
requested that the study be made 
to determine the feasibility of the 


Congress enacts the bill to allow 
self-employed persons to set up 
approved pension plans on an in- 
come tax deferred basis. The bill 


stricted to self-employed persons 
and would limit such set-asides 
for retirement purposes to not 
more than 10 per cent of earned 
income or $2,500 a year, which- 
ever is less. The Senate Finance 
Committee has recommended to 
the Senate a modified version 
which sets up various additional 
limitations and qualifications 
and would require the inclusion 
under the retirement plan of 
employes of self-employed per- 
sons. The bill is now pending in 
the Senate. 











Insurance Coverage 
Again Liberalized 


For the third time in the last 
three years the American Bar 
Association Endowment is in- 
creasing insurance b2nefits, at no 
additional cost, to ABA members 
participating in its group life 
insurance program, Endowment 
President Jacob M. Lashly of St. 
Louis announced. 

The Senior plan is being liber- 
alized both as to benefits and age 
eligibility. Effective Sept. 1, bene- 
fits in the Senior Plan are being 
raised in varying amounts from 
$300 to $2,900, depending upon 
age. In addition, the Senior Plan 
is being opened to lawyers under 
35 years of age; previously only 
those over 35 could enroll in that 
plan. This means that a lawyer 
of any age up to 70 may enroll 
in the Senior plan. 

What Change Means 

The effect of lowering the age 

requirement is to enable any 
eligible ABA member to take ad- 
vantage of the Senior plan, as 
well as the Junior Plan, to sub- 
stantially increase his insurance 
estate with relatively inexpen- 
sive term insurance. This com- 
bination is available to lawyers 
under age 56. The Junior Plan 
is offered at a flat $20 a year to 
lawyers up to that age. 
Coverage in both plans pro- 
vides $20,000 of insurance pro- 
tection for only $45 a year be- 
tween ages 25 and 30; the same 
protection for $65 between 30 
and 35; and the same protection 
for $90 through age 37. 


A tentative plan looking to-| 


and to possible} 


ABA offering the benefits of such | 
a national program if and when | 


as passed by the House is re-| 


Three Types of Funds 

The plan developed by the 
study committee — contingent 
upon Congressional passage of 
the bill in one form or another, 
| and also upon approval of the 
Board of Governors — contem- 
| plates three types of investments 
|which would be administered by 
a designated trustee, such as a 
oanking institution. The individ- 
ual lawyer would have a choice 
as to types of investments. The 
three types of funds that would 
be available through the trust, 
under the committee’s proposal, 
are: 

Common Stock Fund, com- 
prised of a diversified group of 
trust quality common stocks 
selected by the trustees. 

Fixed Income Fund, com- 
prised of preferred stocks and 
corporate and government 
bonds, also selected by the 
trustee. 

Annuity Fund, comprised of 
deferred annuities (restricted 
retirement policies) issued at 
guaranteed rates by a life in- 
surance company or companies 
selected by the Association. 
The purpose of establishing the 

group trust would be to give ABA 
members the benefits of sound 
investment guidance and also 
the advantages of the lower 
costs of administration. The plan 
as drafted is based on imple- 
menting the provisions of the 
bill as passed by the House of 
Representatives. Various changes 
may be necessary if the final 
legislation follows the pattern of 
the modified bill as reported to 
the Senate by the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Thomas J. Boodell, Chicago at- 
torney, has served as chairman 
of the study group. Other mem- 
bers are John R. Nicholson, Chi- 
cago, chairman of the American 


Bar special Retirement Plan 
Committee; E. Blythe Stason, 
administrator of the American 


Bar Foundation and former dean 
of the University of Michigan law 
school, and John C. Leary, deputy 
administrator of the Foundation. 
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15 WASHINGTON ST. 


~The American Insurance Company 
OF NEWARK, N. J. 
A New Jersey Corporation 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 


HUmboldt 4-2300 











Night Phones: 





New Jersey’s Largest Certified Reporting Service 
ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 
605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 


For prompt coverage call MArket 2-3240 
HUnter 6-5814 — ORange 3-3377 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 

BUSINESS EXPENSE: Stock- 
holders of taxpayer-corporation 
granted an option to a third par- 
ty for the purchase of all of their 
stock. The option could be exer- 
cised by the optionee only if he 
also exercised an option inde- 
pendently acquired from the 
same stockholders to lease coal 


properties which they owned in- | 
dividually. Taxpayer-corporation | 


had also been renting diesel loco- 
motives from the stockholders, 
and in connection with the exer- 
aise of the options, the corpora- 
tion proposed to modify the loco- 
motive lease by shortening its 
terms and increasing the rate of 
payment. The optionee had 
agreed to the increased rental 
payment by the corporation only 
on the condition that such in- 
crease be applied first in reduc- 
tion of his purchase price of the 
stock, and then if there be no- 
thing due on the stock, to any 





payments due on the coal prop- 
erties lease. 

Held: The increased rental for | 
the locomotives was in effect in 
satisfaction of the optionee’s | 
personal obligation and could not | 
be deducted by the corporation | 
as an ordinary and necessary 
business expense. West Virginia 
Northern RR Co. 

CAPITAL CHARGES: In 1935 
taxpayers sold their stock in a| 
corporation to Bethiehem Steel 
Some years later they sued to 
set aside the sale for fraud, but 
Bethlehem settled for $6,000,000. 
Taxpayers now seek to deduct 
the legal fees of this suit as an 
ordinary deduction, incurred to 
earn income - the $6,000,000 - 
Which was taxed as an additional 
capital gain. 

Held: The action was to recov- 
er property, and the fees were 

offset to the capitai gain. 
Munson, DC Pa., 10 1 59. 

DEMOLITION COST: Taxpay- 
owned property on which 
there were four deteriorated 


ers 


LEGAL FOR 
TRUST FUNDS 


Per 


Annum 


Paid QUARTERLY 


Accounts Insured to $10,000 


HAYES 


SAVINGS and LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 


955 Broad St. Newark 2, N. J. 





3 
4 














| worthless and taxpayer claimed a 


la re demption equivalent to a 


: . |dividend. 


buildings. They were orderéd by 
the city to ratproof the building 
at an estimated cost of $700,000 
to $800,000. Instead, taxpayers 
decided to demolish the buildings 
sometime in the future. In the 
meantime, taxpayers found a 
purchaser who wanted to buy 


the property to use it as a park- 


ing lot. As required by the con- 
tract of sale, taxpayers demol- | 
ished the buildings. They claim 
a demolition loss of the adjusted 
basis and wrecking costs. 

Held: The deduction is disal- 
lowed. The demolition was 
prompted by the sale of the 
property and should be treated 
as cost of the sale. The wrecking 
costs are never deductible as 
demolition loss since the latter 
is limited to the adjusted basis 
of the property. Standard Linen 
Service, Inc., 33 TC No. 1. 

NON-BUSINESS BAD DEBT: 
In 1952, taxpayer (an individual 
whose case is consolidated with 
Standard Linen) lent money to 
a syndicate, of which he was a 
member, formed to operate a re- 
sort in the Bahamas. Later that 
year, the syndicate was incorpor- 
ated. In 1953, the loan became 


business bad debt deduction. 
Held: This is a non-business 
bad debt. The business or non- 
business nature of a debt is de- 
termined in the year of worth- 
lessness. Since the syndicate was 
a corporation at the time of the 
loss and the corporation’s busi- 
ness is not that of its stockhold- 
the debt was non-business. 
33 


ers, 
Standard Linen Service, Inc., 
TC No: 1. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 
ers sold their stock in an oil com- 
pany for cash plus an overrid- 
x royalty on the oil produced. 


h<4 iit 
that the 


The taxpayers claimed 


in 
lt 


Held: There was a bona fide 
sale by taxpayer and not a divi- 
|dend. Even if there were a re- 
| demotion, the court would refuse 
to find it equivalent to a divi- 
dend. The facts show it was not. 
Standard Linen Service, Inc., 33 
cae 

WIDOW’S PENSION: Taxpayer 
was the widow of an employee of 
Shell Oil who had resided abroad 
for part of his period of employ- 
ment. Upon retirement, he had 
elected to receive a reduced pen- 
sion with survivorship benefits 
for his wife. His widow now con- 
tended that the survivorship pen- 
sion she received was income in 
respect of a decedent and retain- 
ed the character of tax-exempt 
income to the extent it was at- 
tributable to a period of foreign 
residence. 

Held: The survivor annuity 
was not income in respect of a 
decedent because it was not an 
item of income which the dece- 
dent himself would have received. 
By taking the reduced pension 
he forfeited his rights in the 
survivor’s portion. Lacombie, DC 
Calif., 10/2/59 

ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 
er was an Officer-salesman of a 
corporation and a participant in 
its pension plan. In 1952, the 
corporation decided to go out of 
business, to discontinue its pen- 
sion plan and to confine itself to 
investment. Taxpayer received as 
a distribution from the pension 
plan an annuity policy which he 
redeemed in the same year for 
some $25,000.00. 

Held: This is ordinary income. 
Capital gain treatment is permit- 
ted only if taxpayer’s full share 
is distributed within one taxable 
year and there is complete term- 
ination of the employment rela- 





overriding royalty had no ascer- 
tainable market value, but 
IRS valued it at $1,000,000. They | 
then sought to have the $11,- 
500,000 of royalties received in 
four subsequent years taxed as 
capital gain. 

Held: It is ordinary income 
subject to depletion. Taxpayers 
had a property interest in the| 
oil properties. The fact that they | 
received the property as proceeds 
of sale of other property (the 
stock) is irrelevant. Warren, cert 
den., 10 12 59. 

SALE OF STOCK: Taxpayer 
was the controlling stockholer of 
a corporation which decided to 
discontinue one of its two lines 
of business. A prospective pur- 
chaser agreed to first buy out 
several of minority share- 
holders and the corporation was 
then to redeem the stock so ac- 
quired by turning over one of 
businesses. Because the 
shares held by the selling minor- 
ity share holders did not total to 
the agreed-upon price for the 
business, taxpayer sold about 
2,000 shares to his son, who in 
turn sold them to the purchaser 
of the assets. Actually his son 
paid taxpayer out of the proceeds 
of the second sale. The Commis- 
sioner treated taxpayer’s sale as 


Tt > 
the 


the 


th 
tne 


=) 
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ABRAHAM W. SLATNICK & ASSOCIATES 


744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-2000 — Night Phone: WYman 2-3214 
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ABSTRACTS or 
Courts 

CERTIFICATES 
standing. 


of regularity 


Courts. 
INFORMATION and 
Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 














Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


forms in any of the departments at | 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 





/OW: 


tionship. Although this taxpayer 
ceased to be a silesman, he con- 


the corporation. Rieben Estate, 
32 TC No. 116. 

SALARY PAYMENTS TO WID- 
Voluntary payments were 
made by a bus company to its 
past president’s widow (neither 
he nor she were stockholders) in 
the total amount of some $90,000 
ver the period 1938-1948. The 
Commissioner allowed the deduc- 
tion, $7,500.00 a year, through 
1943; at issue here is the disal- 
lowance for 1944 and later years. 

Held: The payments are de- 
ductible as ordinary and neces- 
sary business expenses, even 
though the payments may have 
been gratuitous and not in the 
nature of additional compensa- 
tion. One dissent on the ground 


that the payments previously al- | 


lowed were generous; by this 
time the payments should be 
recognized as gifts by the cor- 
poration. Fifth Ave. Coach Lines, 
Inc. 31 TC 1980, acq. IRB 1959-36. 


GIFTS: Taxpayer’s deceased 
husband had been an officer o 
a corporation for 35 years. At his 
death in 1951, “in grateful recog- 
nition of untiring efforts and ex- 
ceptional services,” the corpora- 
tion paid the taxpayer $18,000, 
the deceased officer’s salary for 
the balance of 1951 and all of 
1952. Neither the taxpayer nor 
her husband were ever stock- 
holders, and there was no agree- 
ment obligating the corporation 
to make this payment. Taxpay- 
er’s husband had received full 
compensation during his life- 
time and had no further claims 
against the corporation. There 
was no evidence of any previous 
pattern or policy of the corpora- 
tion for such payments. 

Held: The payments to tax- 
payer were a gift and not taxable. 





USED 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 3-6153 
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EEE —— 


corporation for the services of 
taxpayer’s husband had been 


Greenberg, DC Neb., 9/18/59. 


| 


| 
The entire legal obligation of the | substantially identical to the q)- 


legations in the prior case, it now 
seeks similar excess profits tay 


fully discharged before his death. | relief for 1942 to 1945. 


Held: The prior decision bay; 


CAPITAL GAIN: A partnership | the present action under the doe. 


engaged in both farming and in|trine of collateral estoppel, th. 


and not for sale to customers in 


income. 
acq. IRB 1959-38. 


DUCTION: The Code allows de- 


payer owned land which had not 
been farmed for thirty years, be- 


water became available and tax- 
payer leased the land to a farm- 
er, and at about the same time, 
expended about $7,000 to have 
the land prepared for irrigation. 

Held: A soil conservation is al- 
lowed. The Code requirement 
that the land be used for farm- 
ing simultaneously with the ex- 
penditure is satisfied here. Beh- 
ring, 32 TC No. 122. 

LATE FILING: A corporation 
return was prepared and prop- 
erly signed more than a month 
prior to its due date. However, 
as a result of a clerical error, 
both the original and duplicate 
copies of the return were placed 
in a file drawer. When the error 
was discovered about 10 days 
after the due date, a check was 
promptly made out and mailed 
with the return. 

Held: The untimely filing was 
due to reasonable cause and not 
wilful neglect. Hammonton In- 
vestment & Mortgage Co., TCM 
1959-212. 

SUIT TO RECOVER TAXES: 
Taxpayer sued to recover taxes 
paid for 1952, but named as de- 
fendant the District Director who 
did not take office until 1957. 

Held: The complaint is dis- 
missed. An action brought against 
a director of Internal Revenue 
is a personal action, and may not 
be maintained against a director 
to recover taxes paid to his pred- 
ecessor in office. Hopkins, DC 
Ark., 9/2/59. 

UNPAID WITHHOLDING 
TAXES: Taxpayer was assessed 
$2,100 for unpaid withholding 
and unemployment tax plus in- 
terest and penalties. The taxes 
were due from a partnership in 
which taxpayer was a partner. 


the government. Taxpayer’s de- 
fense of hardship due to a de- 
crease in the value of his real 





; property is no defense to this 
faction. Hallford, DC  Ariz., 
110 30 59. 


REQUIREMENT TO PRODUCE 
BOOKS: Taxpayer petitioned the 
court to quash a government 
summons requiring the produc- 
tion of books and records con- 
cerning certain financial trans- 
action in 1956 and 1957. 
| Held: Taxpayer’s contention 
; that the summons amounts to 
unreasonable search and seizure 
|in violation of the 4th Amend- 
iment is rejected. Taxpayer 
|makes no claim of its privilege 
against _ self-incrimination. 
Broadrock Development Co., DC 
| Ohio, 8 18/59. 
| COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL: In 
|a prior Tax Court decision, tax- 





tax relief under Section 722 for 
1941 on the ground of insuffic- 
iency of evidence. Alleging facts 


the ordinary course of business. | The Code permits capital gain o- 


real estate brokerage sold a tract | facts and issues of the previoy; 
of farm land at a profit. The|case are the same as those hers 
acreage was acquired and held | Stern & Stern Textiles, cert. Dep 
primarily for farming purposes | 10/12/59. 


LEASE; ORDINARY INCOME. 


Held: The sale results in a| disposal of timber held for mors 
capital gain rather than ordinary | than six months by one who re. 
Atkinson, 31 TC 1241, | ‘ 


tains an economic interest in th: 


| timber. The Regulations provige 


SOIL CONSERVATION DE- |} 
duction of conservation expenses | 


for land used for farming. Tax- | 


ing too dry. However, irrigation | 


Held: Judgment is entered for | 


| ably larger amounts of un 


that a taxpayer retains such ep. 
nomic interest where payment; 
to him are attributable to 4 
severance or sale of the timber 
Taxpayer, here, owner of timber. 
lands, leased his property for 6% 
years for fixed annual payment; 
The lessee was given the right +, 
cut and remove a specified quan. 
tity of timber annually. 

Held: Since this taxpayer hag 
a right to fixed annual paym 
regardless of the timber cut 
did not have an economic in 
est and, therefore, has ord 
income. Inasmuch as 1 
tract itself referred to the par- 
ties as lessor and lessee and th: 
income as royalties, this is me 
ly a lease and the paymen 
rents irrespective of the we 
of the lease. Lawton Estate, 
No. 6. 


TRUST FOR CHILDREN 4 
PARTNERSHIP: Taxpayer, 
builder, made gifts in trust fo: 
the benefit 
formed a _ limited 
with the trusts. 

Held: The compensati 
taxpayer for his services wa: 
fair and the partnership inter- 
ests of the trust were in pr 
tion to their capital Du 
tions. The partnership is recoz- 
nized. Paterson, DC Ky., 9 2 

FRAUDULENT RETURNS: I: 
1949, taxpayer, who was enga 
in the trucking business, bega: 
in addition to sell scrap or sa 
vage. He omitted all sales ani 
income realized from the sera 
or salvage in his returns for 19+! 
1950 and 1951. 

Held: For the latter two year 
taxpayer was convicted of havinz 
knowingly and wilfully at 
ed to evade taxes. Even tt 
the amount of omission 
was comparatively small, 
court is satisfied from ¢ 
dence that in that year ta 
initiated the scheme of tz 
sion which resulted in co 
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partnership 

















ed income in the _ subse 
years. It therefore finds the lx: 
return false and _ fraudulen: 
Bodnar, TCM 1959-198. 
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DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Ce 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, {% 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. 


NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: 
SCAMOZZA 


August 24, 


ROSE 





sTaTE OF 





ogate of the County 
ma on the application 
ed, Executors of said deceased 





ag 


yant to the order of DAVID H. WI EN- 
of Essex, this 
of the under- 
notice is 


wun given to the creditors of said deceased 


to the subscribers. 








under oath or 
their claims and demands against 


{ogs 


y 
1olders, 





pat te of said deceased within six months 
pacts this date. or they will be forever barred 
tem prosecuting or recovering the same 
~ipet the subscribers 
ac JOSEPH SCOCOZZA 
HORTENSE FIORE 
ODORE BELLET, Attorney 
Ma Avenue 
oa y. J 
Sé 1, &,. 16, 2, 2 
Dat August 26, 1960 
“TE OF LEO B AUMAN leceased 





rsvant to the order of DAVID 


wHNER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
of the 
deceased. 
we is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
their claims and 
eceased 


the application 


day made on 
of said 


ersigned. Executors 







path or affirmation. 
0s againet the estate of said d 
np six months from this date, 





H. 


) be forever barred from prosecuting or 
wr ereriDS the same against the subscribers. 


MORRIS BAUMAN 
SAMUEL POLESHUCK 
POLESHUCK, Att 


Street 
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fel Ta i-ta bg 





Accounts Insured 
Up To $10,000. 

Savings received by 

15th of month earn | 

from the Ist. 
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tf New 


fice a 
in 


thereof, 





for 





ipon whom 


poration, 


STATE OF 


DEPA 


RTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record roceed 
the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of all 


NEW JERSEY 
TE 


of the pD 


deposited in my office that 


HANOVER 


Jersey, 


ifth day 
duly 


. 


this State, 





¢ 


executed 


ESTATES, INC. 


_whose dit 





be served), 


I, the Secretary 


August, 1960, file 


the stockholde 


the stock- 





tate « Ww Jt ey 
being the agent therein ami in eum Phere 
process may 
-omplied with thé requirements of Title 14, 
Xerporations, General, 


has 


of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-f 


of 


in my 
and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all 


which said consent and the record 








f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twe y-fifth day of August, 
Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
eiaty. 
EL WARD J. PATTEN, 
| Secretary of State. ‘ 
i L.23.—teet, 3. 8 26 $21.60 
| 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTiF'CATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come. 
Greeting: 


by 
ings 
by the 
holders 

Oke 


New 





| State of the State of New Jersey, 





poration, 
thereof, 


WHEREAS, 





a — 


‘orporations, 


| 
} my é i 
jin writing to 
} 
| 
| 


HARD 


Jersey, 





Je 


upon whom process may 
-omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 


General, 


e | Certify that the said corporation did. 


of the pre 


DEVELOPMENT 


} (Charles 
g the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


“rsey 


served). 


I, 





It appears to my satisfaction. 
duly authenticated record 
for 
unanimous consent of all 
deposited in my office that 
HILLS 
= this State, 

F 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the stock- 


— —- 





Chapler 


has 


the Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
on the 


surth day f Augu ait 1960, le in 
a duly executed ¢ attested consent 

the dissol wrote of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 


f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


Seal) 


n my said office as provided by 
IN 


aw. 
WHERBOP. 


TESTIMONY I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my offic cal seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty ds if t 
A.D., one thousand aeae hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF 


CERTIFICATE 


To ali 


to whom thease 


Greeting: 


Ww HE REAS., 


ily 





a 


thereof, 


ie 
of New 
this 
NOW, 


¢ 
of 


the vol 


HA} 


s lated 


upon | whom process may be se ond) 
| haS complied with the 
Corporation, General, 
rel 


Jersey, p 
Certificate 


THEREFORE, 


STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may com 


OF 


of the pr 


ition there 


record 
dissol 
f all 


office that 


HILLS 





requirements of Tit! 


iminary to the 


of Dissolution. 


I, 


€ 


It appears to my satisfaction 
anthenticated 
untary 
unanimous consent 
depos ited in my 
— RE 
corporati on of th 


the stock- 





e 


of Revised Statutes 
issuing 


the Secretary of 


| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


‘ertify 





that the aad ——— did. on the 


“se ogee 


1960, 


file 
‘ttested co 





iy 
in 


} my “cut ymsent 
jin wale to the dissolution of said cor- 
| ooration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof. which eaid consent and the record 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
| in mv said office as provided by law. 
j IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
| have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-fourth day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., one ‘thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Pasta a4 State. 
L.J.—Sept. $21.60 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


a corporati on of Bing 


New 


with 
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Ce cate 
NOW. THE REFORE, 





to the 
executed 


which said consent 
eedings aforesaid 
fice as 
TESTIMONY 
hereto set my hand and af- 
offict al 1 


IN 

have 
fixed 
this Twer 
A.D... one 
and sixty 

EDWARD 


Secretary of State. 


in my office 


To all to 
Greeting: 
y du 
ngs for the 
y the unanimous consent 
yidere deposited 
THIRD ORADEL 


of 





ty- 


J 





CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come, 


of all the stock 


that 
FO IREST Ht IMES 








ing ; the agent therein and in charge thereof 
whom process 
the requirements of Title 14 
General, 
preliminary 


may be served), ha 
Revised Statute 
to the issuin 
Dissolution 

I, 


0 





"the stockholder: 
and the 

are now on fil 
provided by law. 
WHEREOF. 
seal at. Trenton. 





rnc nine condeed 


PATTEN. 


WHERE AS. It appears to my satisfaction 
ly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
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the Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
on th 


of said cor- 


record 
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BURPO COMPANY 
otesteal Pinks 


_192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 
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STATE OF NEW —— 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these oresents may come. 


. It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for tbe voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
WALCHAP CONTRACTING CORP. 


a corporation of is State, whose principal 








Office is situate . 42 Far View Terrace, 
in the Town of is, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jer (Charles Chapler 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be eerved). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuin: 
of this Certificate of Diesolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-fourth day August, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law. 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
hereto eet my hand and af- 
official seal, at Trenton. 
( urth day of August, 
one ” thousand nine hundred 
sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


h 






$21.60 
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SHANNON MADISON and ) 
RUTH L. MADISON ) 

Plaintiff ) 
-VS- ) 
JAMES M. GA ELD, HIS HEIRS, ) 
oe ” ul repre- ) 

tatives, his r ) 
any of their 8 ) 
right, title ) 
known 01 r kr ) 
his, he ) 
represen h ) 
any of tl . ) 
title and es ) 

Defendants ) 

































































STATE OF NEW JERSEY to: JAMES M. 
GARFIELD, his 8, devisees and persona] 
atives r the ir or ¢ of 
hei sors right, t or inte rest ; 
UNKNOWN. OWNER or ‘UNKNOWN CLAIM- 
ANT, his, heirs t es and peronal repre- 
| s, their, or any of their 
right title and interest 
immoned and required to 
S INSON & WILLETTE, 
t I Answer 
Complaint | ection, in 
SHANNON MADISON | RUTH L 
SON are Pla JAMES M. 
FIELD AND OWN OWNER 
CLAIMANT, his heirs, devisees and pers 
re rsentativ ror any ak 
and 
r ¢ 
<2 s da 
Xz by lefan 
x 
sand 
2 Aver Y 
J John Bart 
7. as 
City of 
‘ ( Essex, State of 
New Jersey 
BEGINNING 
l of Me 
S« ] «intersection 
ri § th Harrison 
Street; thence r g North 26 des 
51 minutes E 69 feet more or less 
to the most N f land of Jen 
long said 
i] v2 East 40 ot 
more or | Ne corner of lot 
of and deser gage given by 
Jen A. Has ‘ to Meta A 
Southmayd, da 2 £ ; thence (3) 
along line of sa t South 26 degrees 61 
minutes West 111.69 m< or less to 
the Northerly rose Avenue and 
thence (4) along the s North 63 degrees 
09 minutes West 40 feet to the place of 
BEGINNING 
You r Defendant because you 
own or | led one half i 
terest ir 1 premises and becs . 
able, after inquiry 
Rules of Civil Pro- 
heirs of James M. 
by decent on the 
f of John Barton 
[ SCOTT 
s yr Court 
L.J.—Sept. 22 $73.71 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presente may come, 

Greet s 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 








vy duly authenticated record of the proce 
ings for the vol ary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
volders. os ted in my office are 
COMPONENT IN 





oe 
is t 





heing the agent Mente and in charge thereo ; 
upon whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, Gene f Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, p ninary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 













‘ertify that the said ex rporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of Z 160, file in my 
fice a du!v executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolution of eaid cor- 
roration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of ihe proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


'n my said ‘ffice as provided by law. 
IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my 3 | seal. at Trentor 
this Fifteenth day of Angust, A.D.. 
thousand nine hundred and 


I 





(Seal) 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 1, 1 








Dated: August 15, 1960 
ESTATE OF KENNETH ENGLAND, de- 
cease 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 


undersigned, executor of said deceased, 
ice 1s hereby given to the creditors of 
sai eceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 


under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
FRANK ENGLAND 
EDWARD J. ABROMSON, Attorney 
972 Broad Street 





Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 25, Sept. 1, 8, 15. 22 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 


MURRAY HILL APARTMENTS, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 185 Valley Street, in 
the Village of South Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph L. Segal, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be seryed). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hunared and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary 7 State. 
L.J.—Sept. 1, 8, $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

JABERN REALTY CO. INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose ae 


office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Str 

in the City of Newark, County of Son x 
State of New Jersey (Abrahem H. Carchma 

being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of a Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





that the said corporation did. on ti 
y-sixth day of August, 1960, in mys 
a duly executed and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the recor. 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
tn my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set hand and af- 
fixed my «fficia! at — mn 
this Twenty-sixth d 
A.D.. one thousand 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Sept .. Gc 20 





t 
file 


fice 
in 
poration, 


thereof, 


I 
my 

Seal, 
(Seal) 


nine Fence “d 


£21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 


Ta 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo’ 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office, that 
282 VERONA HOLDING CO., INC 

a corporation of this State. whose princi: 
office is situated at No. 18 Webster Street 
the Town of Irvington, County of I x, 
State of New Jersey (Morris Gervis 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
npon whom process may be served). , has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary. of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of August, 1960. file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, T 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day f <A 
A.D... one thousand nine 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


pt. 1, 8, 15 


(Seal) hundred 


© £91 60 











nnanimour consent of al! the atock 
> denasited in mv office that 
VYOODBRIDGE CONTRACTING COMP ANY | 
2 corporation of this State. whose pri ’ 
ffice ated at No. 744 Broad St 
| . f Newark Connt f Exs 
| State of N w Jers (Lawrer Ss 
hetr ng the agent therein and !n charge the ret 
n whom process may he served) 
salar with the reaniremente * Tit'e 14 
‘arnorations, General of Revised State 
f New Jersey preliminarr * th sen! 
¢ +h? Cartificate of Diagolnttar 
Law THEREFORE. I. the Serretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser Do Hereh> 
Cortife that the said cornmoration aid n +> 
Twenty-fourth day of August. 1960, f Yr 
fice a dniy executed and attested « oo 
‘n writing to the disanintion of eatd enor 
noration execnted by all the atackholder« 
hereon? which said consent and the recor? 
* the proceedings "aforesaid are now on fi! 
'n mv sald office aa nrovided he lar 
IN TESTIVONY WHERFOF * 
have hereto eet mr hand and af 
fred mv offictal «onl at Trantor 
this Twenty-fourth day of <A ist 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and | 
aixtre 
FDWARD J PATTEN 
Recretary of State 
L.J.—Sept. 1, 8, 15 $21.60 
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STATE OF NEW JFERSFY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLTTION 
all to whom there presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS. It apnears to mv satisfaction 
dniv anthenticated record of the proceed 
for the volnntarv dissolntton 




























theren? | , 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFIOATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEKEAS, It appears to my satiefactton. 
by duly authenticated record of the proeeed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck 
holders, deposited in my office that 

DEALER PLAN CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 591 Summit Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Vhilip Barbash 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
apon whom process may bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-third day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attesied consent 
in writing to the disselution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
in my said office as provided by la 

N TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have herete set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-third day of August, 

A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 

sixty. . 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 
Sept. 1, 8, 


(Seal) 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 


CHEMICAL RUBBER PRODUCTS, INC. 





a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 60 Park 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (Joseph Bigel 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may » served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of, Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of August, 1960, file in 
ny offiee a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 

























(Prevail- 


this Twenty-fourth day of Angust, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State 
LJ Sept. 1, 8, 15 $21.60 
| SHERIFF'S SALE 
| STPERIOR (CHAN) D-170 
| STPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERS 
CHANCER PIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
| DOCKET NO. F-26 , 
| BETWEEN F & J Re 
| em Reiaits ; oration 
Joseph G t als 
BHCUTION For Sa 
Li mises 
f EXECUTION to me directed, I shail 
ex Sale by Public Vendue n 
} at ie COURT HOUSE, in 
. day 20th day of 


($4, 997.19), 











as sale 
| Ne owark, N. J., August 15, 1960 
ies 
L.J Aug 

| 
STATE OF NEBW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To all to whom these presenta may come 
| Greeting 

















Sl WIND? 
s Ss 
N 7 ( 
| Eng re 
s ow “PN ‘ r Chapler 
| heing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
pon whom process may be served), has 
mpifed with ¢t requirements of Title 14. 
Co rations, Ger eral of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey wellmtnary to the issuing 
lo? this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
‘arti@e that the eal orporation did, on the 
t lay f t ier ft i my 
exec attested consent 
the 4 n of eald eor- 
ted t the e«tockholders 
| sald consent and _the record 
| gs aforesald are now on file 
| ae provided bv law 
| TESTIMONY w HER ROOF, 1 
| hereto set mv hand and af- 
fixed mr official seal. af Trenton. 
this Efghteenth fay rf Angust, 
Seg!) A TD ne thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
FDPWARD J PATTEN 
} Secretary of State 
oe Aug. 25, Sept. 1, 8 $21.60 
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LEGAL NOTICES 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my of 


that 
“MONTCLAIR HOME COMPANY” 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 48 Elm Street, in 
the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Lillian Martin 


being the agent therein and in rm thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of vised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Oertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Fourth day of August, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMBPNT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom theso presenta may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ai: the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
SINNED ING 
f this State, “whose principal 
at No. 16 Lock Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Walter K. Dennis 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
eomplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Je rsey. prel iim! nary to the issuing 
Dissolution. 


a corporation 
office is situated 








of this Certificate of 
NOW, THE R E FORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
@ertify that the seid corporation did, on the 
fifth day of At 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fifth day of Angust, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. $21.60 
STATE OF NEW pasar 


DEPARTMENT OF &TATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION 


To all to whom these presenta may com: 
Greetiny 
WHER! 1S [t appears to my sutisfaction 
by duly anthenticated record of the proceed 
Ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 





hold=rs. deposited in my office that 
GERO CONSTRUCTION CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 595 Broad Avenue, in 
the Boro of Ridgefield, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Harold 8S. Okin 
being the agent therein and tn charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with th» requirements of Title 14 


Corporations General. of Bevised Statutes 
of New Jersey preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certifeate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THIREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the 
Fifth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as vrovided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1! 


have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 
this Fifth day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J PATTEN. 
Secretar. oF Ntate 
LJ g. 18, 25, ~pt. 1 $21.60 





STATE OP NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


SHERIFF’S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-164 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘* 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
aa these presents may come.) OHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY yt nd whom these presents may come, 
rreeting : DOCKET NO. F-1495-59 , 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | BETWEEN Funded Properties, Ine., a New| yy “Guiy authenticaied record of the proved: 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof Jersey Corporation, Plaintiff, and Gail rd toe the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- Construction Corporation, a New Jersey| ps tne unanimous consent of all thc stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that rporation, et als., Defendants. EXECU-| poiders, deposited in my ofBce that 






AMERICAN PAPER BOX OO. For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. MANUFACTURERS REALTY AND 


a corporation of this State, whose principal By virtue of the above stated writ of CONSTRUCTION CO. 
office is situated at No. 219 Delavan Avenue, | EXECUTION, to me directed, I shall expose | q@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex,| for Sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16, | office is situated at No. 520 Broad Street, 
State of New Jersey (Michael Del Gaizo| at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on|in the City of Newark. County of Essex, 
being the agent therein and in charge | Tuesday, the 13th day of September, next,| state of New Jersey (John A. Conlin 
thereof, upon whom process may be served),| at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), all that] peing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


npon whom process be served), ha-= 


bas complied with the requirements of Title may 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 


certain tract or parcel of land and premises 























































14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | hereinafter particularly described, situate, 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | \ying and being in the City of Newark, | Corporations, General, of Revised Statute- 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. Resce County. New Jessen: of New Jersey, prediminary to the issuing 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of BEGINNING “et a int se the westerl of this Certificate of a. 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby |,..” ar He - nt Bee ae 08.59 f “< 3 NOW, THEREFOR I, the Secretary of 
Certify tbat the said corporation did, on the | °° 0! Hanford Street 400.59 ft. northerly | State of the State of ae Jersey, Do Hereby 
Eighth day of August, 1960, file in my |i! mn the _intersection of said side dine of | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
office a duly executed and attested consent Hanford Street with the northerly side line] Fifteenth day of August, 1960. file in my 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor-|0f Evergreen Avenue: and running thence | office a duly executed and attested consent 
oration, executed by all the stockholders | Westerly at right angles or nearly so witb} in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
thereof, which said consent and the record | Hanford Street 100 ft.; thence northerly | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | parallel with Hanford Street 75 ft.; thence | thereof, which said consent and the record 
(n my said office as provided by law easterly 1 with the first course 100 = bo ee at ae oe = on file 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| ft. to of Hanford Street; and | '® nee = SBR he 
have hereto set my hand and af- | thence southerly along the same 75 ft. to IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | the point of BEGINNING. have hereto set pollen and af- 
this Eighth day of August, BEING lots Nos. 27. 28 and 29 on Map fixed yf _ official — at Trenton 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred , 3 : ee this Fifteenth day of August, 
. ac aixty entitled “‘Map of Pr re ne to] (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
+ , . y 10 l i te at Waverly, Essex sixty. 
iti ncaa gia Franciseo and Bark- EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 3, 1899 rn Secretary of State. are 
7 Hanford Street, | &-J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 
S1ATE OF NEW JERSEY e J ; : a ae 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE sunt of the Judgment vated: August 10, 196U 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION sale is the sum of | ESTATE OF EUGENE JOSEPH McGIVNEY 
To all to whom these presenta may come dred and Twenty- deceased 
cero A . tied three Cents ($3,221- Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
YHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, sts of this sale. WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| Newark. N. J.. August 8. 1960 this day made on the application | the under- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff igned, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock < ieee ereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
bolders, deposited in my office that LJ 4 ; Ss is aie a tw exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
ALBERT MAUND, INC. eee 7 affirmation, their claims and demands against 
a corporation of this State, whose principal the estate of said deceased within six months 
office is situated at No. 419 Schuyler Avenue SHERIFF'S SALE from this date, or they will be forever barred 
the To ‘mig ag 2 County of soe SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-160 —_ scr. Po recovering the same 
State of New Jersey (Albert aun OOURT OF NEW JERSEY | 688s! te subscriber ee eet 
being the agent therein and. in charge thereof, DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY THE NAT IONAL STATE BANK 
pon whom process may be served), bas DOC KET NO. F 70-59 OF NEWARK ; , 
mplied with the requirements of Title 14. me s West Anod) Busine G GIL HOOLY, YAUCH & FAGAN, Attorneys 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Biber ay x ae is > Street 
of w Jersey, preliminary to the issuing Elizabeth, J 





of this Certificate of Dissolution. 























































NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of , ase 4 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby the State of New Dated: ust 9. 196 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the nts. EXECUTION. eo eae kn sta, ; vated: August 9, 1960 
Ninth day of August, 1960, file in my Premises. EST ATE OF ANNA LOUISE GRANNAN, 
office a duly executed and attested consent 5 stated writ of deceased 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- ted, I shall exy Pursuant to che order of DAVIL a 
poration, executed by all the stockholders P by ibli *, _ in Room B-16, WIEN ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
thereof, which said consent and the record |at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on| ‘2/8 day made on the application of the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | pues hh : undersigned, Executor of said deceased, notice 
uesday, the 1 day September next, | ,; 
in my said office as provided by lew. cs 9680 an, ee Ses hereby given to the creditors of said 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 11] 2.1: coe Spd l 1© | deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, ander 
have hereto set my hand and af-| ne oF par of land Brg oath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
fixed my official “a 7 Trenton, i fter particularly described, | against the estate of said deceased within 
this Ninth. da hen nat lying and i in the City of] six months from this date, or they will be 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand "nine ae. and Essex © y, New Jersey, and | forever barred from prosecuting or recovering 
sixty being more partic ly described and| the same against the subscriber. a 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, bounded as follows: THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
Secretary of State. . BEGINNING in the northerly line of | VAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60] Runyon Street (now West nyon Street) | (44 Broad Street 
at a point therein distant westerly 100 : 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY , ta : ag ¥ 25. Sept. 1, 8, 15 
— eet from the westerly line of Belmont ) T , 5, lo 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Avenue; thence northerly at right angles 
To gil to whom these presents may come. | Street 100 thence westerly STATE OF NEW JERSBY 
Greeting: I illel with Runyon Street 25 feet: thence DEPARTMENT OF STATE rans 
WHEREAS, It apnears to my satisfaction. | southerly parallel with the first deseribed| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- i 100 feet te Runyon Street; thence To all to whom these presents may come, 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | alon Runyon Street easterly 25 feet to Greeting: 
by the uncnimous consent of all the stock- | jjace of BEGINNING : WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
holders, deposited in my office that Known as No. 71 West Runyon Street, | 0” duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
BUTLER BROS. INC. i Mearko hae Sankey ies: ‘| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | - Shas ie Phas eoetthn Bute by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
office is situated at No. 637 Aster Lane. in siphsghexnt Aas ; a wea ae annent holders, deposited in my office that 
the Township of River Vale, County of Ber- | t atis y said sale is the sum of MIDDLESEX AND RARITAN 
gen, State of New Jersey (Victor R. Butler Thou Six Hundred and Lighty PROPERTIES, INC 
heing the agent therein and in charge thereof and teen Cents ($19,680.18), ‘ cxegte Neu ee ake ee 
npen whom process may be served). bas | together with the costs of this sale. ph psc wtige ncn of ve State —— principal 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Newark, N.J., A 8, 1960. és ice is situated sty po 123 pegs Ave- 
Cornorations, General. of Revised Statutes NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff uue, in the Borough of Middlesex, County of 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing emery “‘O'Oon nee slag Middlesex, State of New Jersey (Edith 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. es met ta Grane Attorneys. ag | Pakozdi being the agent therein and in 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of ey Meee ia $33.39 | charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 3 3 served), bas complied with the requirements 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the STATE OF NEW JERSEY of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 


1960, dle in mv 
and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the etockholders 
thereof. which eald consent and the record 


DEPARTMENT OF 8TATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
roceed- 


Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NUW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


of August. 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of = _ stock- 
holders. deposited in my office 
415 PROSPECT STREET 
a corporation of this State. 
office tuated at No. 


Con POR AT ION 
whose prine:pal 
415 Prospect eet, 
in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph E. Higi 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certity that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of Aug 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
‘n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my officia) seal, at Trenton. 

this Fighth day of August, 

A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 

FDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
-Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 


TL 





is s 


gust, 


(Seal) 


L.J. $21.60 





Dated: August 1, 1960 
ESTATE OF PETER A. PETRONE, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Easex. 
this day made on the application of tbe 
undersigned. Executrix of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
MARIE F. PETRONE 
OHANALIS. LYNCH & MALONEY, 
Attorneys 
9 Clinton Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 4, 18, 


11, 25, Sept. 1 











of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file |... gy) h ae 5 te : ; 
im my eaid office as provided by law = t as ae ee eee = Twelfth day of August, 1960, file in my 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1) .7 the sainanteaoua -Soneent Gr ail ite — office a duly executed and attested consent 
have hereto set my hend amd ef- | 1 jars. deposited in my office that in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton ‘ siete yds TEE aD NER a ae poration, executed by all the stockholders 
this Ninth day of August. . 7EWA mm INER, INC. thereof, which said consent ar+ the record 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundre’ | 4 corporation of this State, whose principal | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
and sixty. ike is situated at No. 226 Somerset Street, | in my said office as provided by law. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN in the Borough of North Pla eld, County of IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
Secretary of State Somerset, State of New Jersey (Frederick A. have hereto set my hand and af- 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 being the agent therein and in fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
cs -harge thereof, upon whom process may be this Twelfth day of August, 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY served), has complied with the requirements; (Setl) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE f Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re- and sixty. 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
er whom these presents may come. the issuing of this Costifeste of Dissolution. Secretary of State. 
ds row, ©SREFORE, I, th f 4.J.—Aug. 18 , Sept $21.6 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | state of the State of New ‘Sane oe ee bat sats tins : Say 





by duly authenticated record of the pre Certify that the said corporation did, on the 















‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof Fifth day of August, 1960, file in my SPATE OF NEW JERSEY 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock | ice ga duly executed and attested consent __ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
holders deposited x my irish Six ‘n writing to the dissolution of said cor- CERTIFI ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
scree EE het Fie | i aaa |" nee ore 
fice ait situated 744 Br ad Street. PGs cee ee -_ = — Np eceoneedh It appears to my satisfaction 
fhe Cieg of Newark, (County of Esscx’| Oy anit oMow an provided by law by Guig authenticated record of the Drocee 
hel ing eee agent therein Ls in charge there- IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF. | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
f. upon whom process may be served). has have hereto set my hand and af- | oiders. deposited in my office that 
somplied with the requirements of Title 14 fixed my official seal, at Trenton EDNA’S OF FAIRLAWN, INC. 
~orporations. General. of Revised Statntes this Fifth day of August, rt of this State, whose princip 
tf New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing Seal) rye omg thousand nine hundred “ig: situated et No. 24-03 Broadway, 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. and sixty . or EES <i of 
NOW, THEREFORF. I. the Secretary of BDWARD J. PATTEN, an a we aa ee ee 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby Secretary of State. sab ced State ay ew ersey Ba cat 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the | L.J.—Ang. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 | Weiss being the agent therein and in 
Ninth day of August, 1960. file in my ome. aoe — pg _ may ~ 
‘fice a duiy executed and attested consent Rated: July 25.059001-0 he Dye 
n writing to the Gionointion of salt cor. | ESTATE OF WALTER HALL, decensed Sood Bethe of hon teen” enone 
nue! BR orien MT ek adh ee aaaaea Pursuant to the order of DAVID H_/ to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
v tbe venceediian aforesaid are now on file WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. tion. 
no mt ania office as provided by law this day made on the application of the NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
; IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 nonce Sine Staab. ree a State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
> ane ne f- 5 f: 
have ret tm hand and af | DOU gateancd to, eshibt to the oabecriber, | Gertz, ae te, a oroOTACS aie, om the 
oo SE eo ae ane UD. | Under oath or affirmation, their claims and| o., fa) ile wameuinn ana ntieetadccmanmont 
this Ninth day of Angust, A-D..| gamands against the estate of said deceased | CUCe 4 v b taealatio t i wee 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and} within six months from this date, or they| ‘2 writing to the gee ie or A al 
sixty cs will be forever barred from prosecuting or =a ——, 7s — oe loiders 
EDWARD J PATTEN recovering the same against the subscriber. heap ta bad edi = fnveesia = a x oF 
ORR ents eee THE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX | ip ny said office as provided by law. c 
L.J.—Ang. 18, 25, Sept. 1 nacht its BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





GARDNER K. BENSON, Attorney have hereto set my hand and af- 











‘i > y > b- YN * 

MOF OANMEN VINCENT. Lhd aot 3 No, Arlington Avenue fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
BY HIS GUARDIAN AD LITEM “VIN. East Orange. this Twelfth day of August, 
CENT “AGRIFOGLIO FOR LEAVE To | b:-3-—Aug. 4, 11, 18. 25, Sept. 1 (Seal) +e one thousand nine bundred 

a ad gg Spee hen tend and sixty. 
ASSUME THE pn OF CARMEN Take notice that the ge rsigned will EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
VINCENT AGRIFOGLIO. j .,| apply to the Bssex County Court on the Secretary of State. 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | 5, Se ae a hor. 1060 af ta slack | L.J-—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 
apply to the Superior Court of New Jersey | 7%, #7 of September, 1960 at ten o'clock 
pp’ ; . 2 #6 ‘v.+1..+ | in the forenoon at the Court House in the 


at the Essex County Court House, Market 














and High Street, on Friday. September 9, | City of Newark, N. J., tor a judgment au-| TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

1960 at 2 P.M. in the afternoon or ae | theorizing her to ass the name of Sara} TAKE NOTICE that IRWIN WILLIAM 

soon thereafter as counsel can be heard| Heinowitz Greer. ssa, | LAZARESCU will apply to the Essex County 

for a judgment authorizing CARMEN VIN- SARA HEINOWITZ GREENBERG | Court, Newark, New Jersey, on September 

CENT FERTONARDO to assume the name 730 High Street 12, 1960, for a judgment to assume the 

CARMEN VINCENT AGRIFOGLIO. Newark. N. J name of IRWIN WILLIAM LAZAR. 
VINCENT AGRIFOGLIO Robert M. Angell — SCHAPIRA AND FARKAS 

EDWARD G. D’ALESSANDRO Attorney for plaintiff Counsellors at Law 

1180 Raymond Blvd. 14 Newark Street 17 Academy Street 

Newark, N J. Newark 4, N. J. Newark, New Jersey 

L.J.—Aug. 11, 18, 25, Sept. 1 $15.12 | L.J.—Sept. 1, 8, 15, 22 $11.34 | L.J.—Ang. 18, 25, Sept. 1, 8 $8.82 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It appears to my sat; 
by duly authenticated record of t: 
ings for the voluntary dissulution 
by the unanimous consent of a)! 
holders, deposited in my office that 
GLENVIEW, INC. 






Mov com 
















a corporation of this State, whose ,; 
office is situated at No. 60 Pp 
in the City of Newark, Cou 
State of New Jersey (Phili; 






being the agent therein and in aiates thaeece 
upon whom process may = 
complied with the requirements of 
Corporations. General. of Revised 
of New Jersey. preliminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, tlie Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey. [io Hi. Be 
Certify that the said corporation did 
Eleventh day of August, 1960, 
office a duly executed and attested ote 
in writing to the dissolution of saiq .. 
poration, executed by all the stockhoid» 
thereof. which said consent an Teron 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 
{n my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHER 
have hereto set my han 
fixed my official seal. a: 
this Eleventh day of Aucus: 
one thousand nine hund 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 




























(Seal) 















STATE OF NEW JERSPY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATH 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my « 
by duly authenticated record of : 
ings for the voluntary disso 
by the unanimous consent of all the 
1olders, deposited in office tha 















BAMHACK ADIT STME 22 


a corporati 





é f Jersey pt He 
b ing the agent therein and in charge + 






upon whom process may be 
complied with the requirements 
Corporations, General, of Revised 
of New Jersey, prel aminary 
of thia Certificate of Dissolutior 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Ss 
State of the State of New Jerse; 
—_ that the said cor yrati 
tleventh day ff Augu : 
on office a duly executed aa attested conses: 
in writing to the dissolution “ 
poration, executed by all the st 
thereof, which said consent and 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 
in my said office 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my | 
fixed my official seal, 
this Eleventh day 
one thousand 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary = State. 
L.J.—Aug. 18, Sept 


















Wil 








(Seal) 


25, A te. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactic 
by duly authenticated record of . 
ings for the voluntary dissolr f 
by the unanimous consent of a.) the stot 
holders, deposited in my office th 

N & M REALTY COMPANY 
corporation of this State, whose proc 









1ated at No. 24 Br 
i of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (Be 





being the agent therein and in ch arge theres’ 





as provided by ls ' ht 








nine hundred an bas ¢ 








cpon whom process may be served), bu 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corperations, General, of Revised Stat be 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the tseuiy ™ 


of this Certificate of Dimolutio 


NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secreury «@*! 











State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Herety Saggy 
Certify that the said corporation did, on i ra. 
Twelfth day of August, 1960 le in ne 
office a duly executed and atte 3 ‘ 
in writing to the dissolution a 





poration, executed by all the stockbolden 
thereof, which said consent and , 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 02 -# 


in my said office as provided by ‘aw. 





IN TESTIMONY WHERDOF, ! 

have hereto set my hand and & 

fixed my official seal, st Trent 

this Twelfth day of August, 4+ 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred && 

sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept 1 $218 . 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSU! 
To ali to whom these presents 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my 
duly authenticated record t 
ings for the voluntary disso'u' 
by the unanimous consent of a!. the 
holders, d+eposited in my office that 
PINE ACRES, IN 
a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 230 } 
the Township of Lakewood, ‘ 
State of New Jersey 
being the agent therein and in 
upon whom process may be r 
complied with the requireme ents of 
Corporations, General, of Rev sed 
of New Jersey, preliminary e 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 2 
State of the State of New Jersey 
Certify that the said corporation 














: me 

















Ninth day of August, 1% 

office a duly executed and attested 

in writing to the dissolution Bag: 
poration, executed by all 


























the record png 
















































thereof, which said consent ie 

»f the proceedings aforesaid 5 thes 

in my said offce as provided by ooF 
IN TESTIMONY W ‘HEREO 
have hereto set my band & 
fixed my official sea at 
this Ninth day of Au 

(Seal) A. a , one thousand nine base 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 

TAKE NOTICE, that the 


apply to the Essex County © 
sion, at the Court House, News 
September 12, 1960, at 10:00 4- 
ing time, for a judgment auth 
TRUDE MARY ARMANDO to i 
name of MARIANNE GERTRUDE 

ANDO. or st 
ABMAN 










GERTRUDE MARY 
an infant, by JOA 
her mother and pat 
MAX N. SCHWARTZ, Attor 
605 Broad Street, Newark, 
L.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1, 
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— a 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated: August 19, 1960 STALE UF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
"-—E OF GERTRUDE C. THIEME, de- DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 




















sed 
“vsuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 

Burrogate of the County of Essex, this 
po on the application of the under- 





oy £ en to the creditors of said deceased 
to the subscribers, under oath or 
, their claims and demands against 
+ of said deceased within six months 

s date, or they will be forever barred 
prosecuting or recovering the same 
the subscribers. 

Cc. THIEME 
OWARD SAVINGS 
) OTTO, Attorne 

tield Avenue 








INSTITUTION 








Dated: August 
»F ELMER E. ROSS, deceased 

nt to the order of DAVID WG. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
made on the application of the 
~d, Executrix of said deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 
eased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
th or affirmation, their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased 
months from this date, or they 
rever barred from prosecuting or 
the Same against the subscriber. 


1960 


li, 

















se WINIFRED W. Ross 
PH N. DEL DEO, Attor 
. ,0nd Boulevard 
01 N. J. 

$21 s. 25, Sept. 1, 8, 16, 22 

Dated: August 19, 1960 
OF ALFRED S. LAKE, deceased 

w the order of VAVID H. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


made on the application of the 
d, Executrix of said deceased, 
is bereby given to the creditors of 





“deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
sader math or affirmation, their claims and 
mands against the estate of said deceased 
sit muntus from this date, or they 
forever barred from prosecuting or 











eovering the same against the subscriber. 
STHEL LAKE 
I ES KANTER, Attorney 
Br Street 
ar N. J 
25, Sept. 1, 8, 15, 22 








TATE OF NEW JEKSEY 
/EPARTMENT OF STATE 

















iCATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these vresents may come 
AS, It appears to my satisfaction 
thepticated record of the proceed- 
he voluutary dissolution thereof 
nimous consept of all the stock- 
rs “sited in my office that 

b SCUTLAND ESTATES, LN¢ 

. rp f this State > 

¥ 5 lated at No 7 
age of South Orang 
te of New Jersey (Benjar Rus- 
the agent therein ar 1 charge 
on whom process may ‘be served), 
ed with the requirements of Title 


ations, General, of Revised Stat- 
Ne -w Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
is Certificate of Dissolution. 

THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
at the — ee did. on | the 





CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTIUN 


fo ali to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


oy duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
‘nxs for the voluntary dissvlution therev: 
sy the unanimeus consent of ail _ stock - 
wuiders, deposited in my office tha 

METAL VENDORS CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 13-21 Boston Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Lssex, 
State of New Jersey (Edward Fielding 
ming the agent therein and in charge thereof 
ipon whom process may served). bar 
somplfed with the reguirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statute: 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
af this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary ot 
State of the State of New Jersey. Lo Hereb) 
ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
Kighteenth day of August, 1960, file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissulution of said cor- 
voration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof. which said consent and the receuru 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





o my eaid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
bave hereto set my haed and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Eighteenth day of August, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 25, Sept i, & 26 $28.35 
STATE OF NEW JEKSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 

fo all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed 
oge for the voluntary dissolution thereo! 
a hs upanimeus consent of all the stock 

deposited in my office that 


SU MMIT PLUMBING 


f 


SUPPLY CO., INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 786 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Harry Kay 


velug the ageut therein aud in charge thereol, 
ipon whom process may be served). las 

complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statute- 
ot New Jersey. preliminary to the issuin: 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb) 
Certify that the said corporation did, on th 
Twenty-second day of August, 1960, file in 
otfice a duly executed and attested consent 
ta writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ali the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the vroceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, $s! 


| my 








l Z lay igust 960, 


uy eseunted and. atteste: ic oneent | 
? 






























yp a 
x the dissu-ution { said cor 
uted by all the stockholders 
of, woieb said consent and the record 
¢ prxecedings af pi d are mm file | 
2 my 4a fee as led pbs 
TESTIMONY Wilk SEOF. 1| 
> hereto set my han id at- | 
my otticial s Trent mn. | 
Eight } f August, | 
rine “a A.D... one thio sand nine hundred } aa 
4% and sixty | 
WARD J. PATTEN, 
pee. Secretary of State. | 
e theres! — . = ws 
wy bes STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Tite 14 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
4 State 5 RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
he tsenig : whom these presents may come, 
retary & EREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
Do Herety authenticated record of the proceed- 
314. on the voluntary dissolution thereof 
te i ae nanimous consent of all the stock- 
ed consest ——— in my office that 
said er: 3AMHACK CORP. 
tockboléen I | PO of thi I pa 
the record “+ is situated at No. é i >t 
LOW on f# 2 ( of Newark, Counts of E 
law. “ate of New Jersey (Ralph C. Hodges 
>REOF, waz the agent therein and in charge thereof 
on whom process may be served), has 





‘| with the requirements of Title 14 
a General, of Revised Statutes 
New ania 7. Preliminary to the issuing 
ais Cer ate of Dissolution. 
sow THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
fax of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
verity that the said corporation did, on the 
nth day of August, 1960, { 
<* a duly executed and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which eaid consent and the record 
_ Se proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
2a Said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

Eighteenth day of August, 
D., one thensand nine hundred ané 





file n 





eret, 





























































have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second day of August, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundreu 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Brake. 

L.J.—Aug. 25, Sept. 1, $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
roceed- 






by d aly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
riders. deposited in my office that 
DAVIES AND SCOTT ASSOCIATES, INC. 
< ration of is State, whose prine 


St 






Market 


Essex, 





> ue oO 

g the agent Pie and in charge thereof 
whom process may be served), has 
suinplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, Geueral, of Kevised Statutes 
ft New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

nty-second day August, 1960, I 
my otlice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing w the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockhulders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


in 
Davies 


ipo 


Twe of 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-second day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., ome thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 25, Sept. 1, 8 $21.60 





STATE UF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presents muy com: 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


To 







by duly authenticated record of the proceed 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
1oldets, denosited in my office that 

W. H. MARTIN, INC. 

on of this State, whose principal 

ituated at No. 59 Broad Street, 

‘ a 2») County of Essex, 

































EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary 4 — 
gE: 23. Se $21.60 
Cort General, Revised Statutes 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY f New on y. a ees tg issuing 
I ARTMEN ST: > f this e e of issolution. 
E phony tA Sesh ae carom NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
rom these presents may come, | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
eo y > | Certi that the said corporation diss on the 
teenth day of igust, 1960, fi niy 
t appears to my satisfaction, oa) Gale executed’ mad atieated co nese 
enticated record of proceed: | 0 writing he the dissolution of said cor 
untary dissol n thereof ration, executed by all the pn vo 
us ye of all the stock- | +} f, which said consent and the record 
ted in my of : weedings aforesaid are now on file 
L'S MARK aid office as provided by law. 
State, s r ¥ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
2 have hereto set my hand and af 
Wr fixed my sate seal, at Trenton 
of New | this Eigh I y of August, 
© agent (Seal) A.D., one thounse nd nine hundred 
pena and sixt 
a Seen ear 0 | EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
complied with the require lle | Secretary of State 
orporations, General, of Revis- a 25. Se ' 8 221.60 
of New Jersey. preliminary to | 
this Certificate of Dissolution a gust 16. 1960 
EFORE, I, the Secretary of | ; > 41 ‘ a de- 
ss ae as Sc te ee ES E OF JOHN VAN DOREN, d 
ss es id. ee the Pursnant to the order of DAVID H 
es tle 10) WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
executed and attested conseD! | thig day mede. on the application of the 
to the dissolution of said cor-| undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
cuted by all the stockholders | notice js hereby given to the creditors of 
Said consent and the record | said deceased. to exhibit to the enbscriber 
gs aforesaid are now on file nder oath or affirmation. their claims and 
IN e as provided by law. jemands against the estate of said deceased 
* TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I/| within six months from this date, or they 
have hereto set my hand and af-| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
fied my official seal, at Trenton recovering the same against the subscriber. 
hey this Fourth day | of April, THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
4-D.. one thousand nine hundred OF NEWARK 
and sixty. FURNEY JEFFREYS, Attorney 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 744 Broad Street 
;_, Secretary of State. ? 
Aug. 25 8 22 








Sept. 1, $21.60 | 
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Greeting: 
WHEREAS. 


ings for the 


a corporation of 
office is situ 


Somerset, 
Onore being 

charge thereof, 
served), 


Sixteenth 


poration, 
thereof, 
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IN 


fixed m 


(Seal) one 


sixty. 


CERTIFICATE OF 
all to whom these presents may come 


voluntary 


DINER, 
thi 
ated at 
in the Borough of N« 
State of 
th 


e 


giy 


s State, wh 


No. 


( 
agent 


DISSULUTION 


It appears Ww my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in 

PAP’S 


therey 


office that 
INC. 


ose principal 


266 Somerset Street, 
rth Plainfield, County of 
New Jersey 
therein 


Frederick A. 
and in 


upon whom process may be 


day of 


y 


this Sixt 
thousand 


Sept 


EDWARD 
Secretary of State. 


prelimi 


I, the 


by all the 


seal, 
nine 
J 


. @ 


1960, 


WHEREOF, 
set my hand and af- 
official 
-enth day of August, A.D., 
hundred 


has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey. Vo Hereb; 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
August, 
vilice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
executed 
which said consent and the recoru 
f the proceedings aforesaid are = on tle 
my said office as provided by 
TESTIMONY 
have hereto 


inary to the 

Secretary of 
file in my 

stockholder> 
law. 

] 

at Trenton. 


and 


PATTEN. 


$21.60 
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hy 
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in the 
State 
being 
thereof, 
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of New 
the 
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of New Jersey, 
of 

NOW. 
State of the Stat 


Sixteenth 
office a duly 
in writing to 
«ration, 


thereof. which 


unan sa us 


agent 
upon wh 
has complied with the 
Gent 


e 


jun 









of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
day of 
executed 


A 


the 
executed 
sa 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


id 
id 


-onsent 


-wark, 
Jerey 


record of 
tary dissolu 


my office 
CORPO! 
wh 
58 A 
Count 
(Louis 
therein and 


ral, 
»f Dissolutio, 
I, the 

igust, 


dissolution 
by all the 


of all 


L. 


1960, 
and attested consent 
of said 


TATE OF NEW JERSEY 
BE PARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 


these 


DISSOLUTION 
presents may come. 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
duly authenticated 


the proceed- 
tion thereof 
the stock- 
that 
LATION 

ose principal 
ldine Street, 
y of Essex, 
Schulman 
in charge 


ym process may be served), 
requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the 
this Certificate 
THEREFORE. 


issuing 
D. 

Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
file in my 
cor- 
stockholders 


consent and the reco 


















































in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Sixteenth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
E nw ARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 25 t 1, 8 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIO CHAN) D-172 
SUPERIOR ‘ NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY ESSEX COUNTY 
Dir ‘ b -2337-59 
BETWEEN Elnf 
ng ar Ia \ 
ae a t 
Jerse P 
Inc i f 
Jersey t E XE CU TION 
For Sale j Ses 
v stated writ of 
d shall expose 
1, B-16 
N Tues 
S xt, at 
all the fol- 
and premises 
le ved situate 
Cit of Newark, Essex 
Ea 
soint 140 “feet. South 
rly orneg of South 
Orange Bru Street; thence 
running r t righ angles with 





























ANTHONY E. Rl 





Bruce S 98 t Southerly 
and para t Bruce *t 25 feet; 
thence with the 
first de the line of 
Bruce " the along the 
same e place of BEGINNING. 
i designated as No. 164 
New Jersey. 
mount of the Judg- 
said sale is the sum 
Seven Hundred 
( Seventy-four Cents 
r the costs of 
gust 15, 1960. 
G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
« O'Connor, Attorneys. 
it 1, 8, 15 $34.02 
Dated: August 22, 1960 
ESTATE OF GEORGE A NIETZER, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to th order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned A nistr of said de- 
ceased, notice is ‘ en to the credi- 
tors of said « ased to ‘exhibit to the sub- 
scriber, u th yr affirmation, their 
aims and n * against the estate of 
said decease xithin six monthea from this 
late, or they w be forever barred from 
prosecuting or r ering the same against 
the subscriber 
WILLI Ss 
WII L I A M F 
RQ) Mu berry Street 
Ne N 
L.J. g. 235 8 5, 22 
H 




















Me pe 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Te all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
~~ the — consent of all the stock- 
eposited in my office that 

WALCHAP CONSTRUCTION CO. of N. J. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 457 Lewelen Circle, 
in the City of Englewood, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Charles Chapler 
ing the agent therein and in charge there 
‘oon whom process may be served). hia- 
mplied with the requirements of Title | 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New wae Dreliminary to the issuing 

f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, ou the 
Nineteenth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof. which said consent and the record 
*‘ the proceedings aforesaid = = on file 


a 


o my said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hard and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Nineteenth day of August, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and aixt, 


EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. Sept. 1, 8 


wn 


ne 


25, 1.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting : 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders. deposited in my office that 
SOIL TESTING SERVICES OF 
NEW JERSEY, INC. 


a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 
in the Borough of Kenilworth, County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Louis K. 
Walter, Jr. being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of August, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


whose principal 
320 Market Street, 


) 8 TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
migra | of State 
L.J.—Aug. 25, pt. 1 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

"') ta whom these presents may come 
tireeting~ 
WHEREAS, 
in'ty ar 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
thenticated record of the proceed 
the volnntary disaolution theres’ 
nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that 

HERMAN SEYFRIED EMBROIDERY CoO. 
ation this State, whose principal 
situated at No. 400 3&th Street, 
in the City of Union City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Marvel S. Platoff, Esq. 
heing the sgent therein an! in charge thereof, 
ipon whom proce+# mas be served) has 

moplied with the requirements of Title 14 
orporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of August, 1960, file in my 
‘fice a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
wf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘n my said office as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Tenth day of August, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred | and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Recretary of State. 

.J.—Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 1 $21.60 
Dated: August 4, 1960 

ESTATE OF LEROY OCOLEMAN, deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the applieation of the 
undersigned, Administrator of sald deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditore of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
TL 2, B.S. 
L.J.—Aun g. Tt. 





¢ 
of 


fice i 


Seal) 





e. 3.8 
Dated: July 25, 196¢ 
ESTATE OF BENJAMIN LERNER, deceaseé 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID B 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditore of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claime and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting 07 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
BENJAMIN A. HIRSCH 


18, 25. 


Sep 








ARTHUR L. ABRAMS, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18. 25, Sept. 1 
Dated: August 8, 1960 
ESTATE OF EDWARD H. WRIGHT, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six monthg from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
STEVENS THOMSON MASON WRIGHT 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 

OF NEWARK 
DARBY & McDONOUGH, Attorneys 
810 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. 





22 $9.45 
TAKE NOTICE! undersigned will 
apply to the H ( y Court on the 
30th day a = r 1960 at 10:00 
o'clock A 36, Jersey City, 
New Jersey jet him 
to assume the nam h. 
ANDREW 
ANTHONY E. RI 
At y for Plai 
969 Stuyvesant Avenue 
Union, New Jerse) 
L.J.—Sept. 1, § &, 2 $9.45 


J. 
L.J.—Aug.15, 25. Sept. 1, 8, 15 






TO 
ING 
ING 
IZE 
OF 


LIQ 
VoL 

P 
witl 
to t 


Cory 
debt 
ASSs« 
date 
actic 
agai 


ROSE § 


Loan 
Savings 


CLATION 
(FORMERLY 
SAVINGS AND 


LEGAL NOTICES 


THE CREDITORS OF MELROSE SAV- 
S AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, A SAV- 
S AND LOAN ASSOCIATION ORGAN- 
D UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE 
NEW JERSEY, NOW KNOWN AS MEL- 
AVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
UIDATING CORPORATION (NOW IN 
JUNTARY DISSOLUTION). 

ublic notice is hereby given in accordance 
1 the applicable statutes of New Jersey 
he creditors of the Melrose Savings and 
Association, now known as ° Melrose 
and Lean Association Liquidating 
wration, to bring in, under oath, their 
s, demands and claims against such 
wiation within three months from the 
hereof, or be forever barred from any 
on therefor, or on account thereof, 
nst such association, its directors, officers 





or members. 
Proofs of such claims must be 


filed at the 





office of said liquidating corporation with 
the registered agent, George W. Stanley 
c/o Moose Home, 43 Washington Avenue, 
Irvington, New Jersey. 

MELROSE SAVIN AND LOAN ASSO- 


LIQUIDATING CORPORATION 
KNOWN AS MELROSE 
LOAN ASSOCIATION) 








By GEORGE W. STANLEY 
Yice President 
(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
Harry T. Younghans, 
Secretary 

DATED: July 25, 1960 
JOHN J. GAFFEY, COUNSEL 
1180 Raymond Boulevard, 
Newark 2, New Jersey. 
L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18, . Sept. 1, 8, 15, 22, 

29, Oct. 6, 13, 20 $89.17 
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the 


of 


and 


Tate 


Notice 
(a) 


pany, 


the 


Trustees 
graph 


Fund) 
1955 


as E 


Trust 


decez 


Febr 


subseribers, 


pany, 


eased, 
Trn 
ity 





porte 
New 
County, 
on F 


made 
attorneys’ 


SUPERIOR COURT OF peda JERSEY 
CHANCERY 


DIVISION I EX COUNTY 
NOTICE OF SETTLE ME NT 
hereby given that: 
the Fourth Intermediate Account of 
subscribers, Ruth Greenebaum, Herbert 
Jannoch and Fidelity Union Trust Com- 
as Executors of the Last Will and 
ament of Herman F. Greenebaum, de- 
ed, who, during his lifetime, was one 
Trustees, and Herbert J. Hannoch 
Fidelity Union Trust Company, as 
of the trust created under Para- 
FIFTEENTH, Section (a) of the 
Will and Testament Harry H. 
nebaum, deceased, for the benefit of 
rietta L. Greenebaum, et ($30,000 
for the period from 24, 
>» to April 4, 1960: and 
») the Fifth Intermediate Account of the 
cribers, Ruth Greenebaum, Herbert J. 
noch and Fidelity Union Trust Company, 
xecutors of the Last Will and Testament 
Ierman F. Greenebaum, deceased, who, 
ng his lifetime, was one of the Trustees, 
Herbert J. Hannoch and Fidelity Union 
Company, as Trustees of the trust 
ted under Paragraph FIFTEENTH, Sec- 
(b), Subsection (2), of the Last Will 
Testament of Harry H. Greenebaum, 
used, for the benefit of Henrietta L. 
‘nebaum, et al, for the period from 
uary 24, 1955 to April 4, 1960; and 
) the Fifth Intermediate Account of the 
Ruth Greenebaum, Herbert J. 
and Fidelity Union Trust Com- 
as Executors of the Last Will and 
ament of Herman F. Greenebaum, de- 
who, during his lifetime, was one of 
stees, and Herbert J. Hannoch and 
Union Trust Company, Trustees 
t created under FIF- 
Section (b), Subsection of 
Lut Wil! and Testament of Harry H 
nebaum, deceased, for the benefit of 
nan F. Greenebaum, et al, for the period 
February 24, to April 4, 1960; 
be audited and stated by the Clerk of 
Superior Court of New ersey and re- 
d for settlement to the Superior Court 
Jersey, Chancery Division, [Essex 
at the sex County Hall of Reeords, 
riday, September 9, 1960, at 10 a.m., 
that application will, at the time, be 
for the allowance of commissions and 
fees. 
ad: August 4, 1960. 
RUTH GREENEBAUM 
HERBERT J. HANNOCH 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST 
Executors of the Last Will 





is 


of 


al 
February 








noch 


as 
Paragraph 
1). 












COMPANY 
and Testa- 


ment of Herman F. Greenebaum, de 
ceased, who, during his lifetime, was 
one of the Trustees. 


HERBERT J. HANNOCH 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
Trustces under the Last Will and Testa- 





ment of Harry H. Greenebaum, deceased 
HANNOCH, WEISMAN, MYERS 
STERN & BESSER 
Attorneys for Accountants 
17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
L.J.—Aug 11, 18, 25, Sept. 1 $56.07 
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To all 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


holde 
corporation of 


x, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


Corporations, 
New Jersey 


(Seal 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presenta may come 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
uly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
he unanimous consent the stock- 
rs, deposited In my office that 

ZEJAY REALTY 
this State, whose 
is situated at No. 29 South Munn Ave- 
in the City of East Orange, County of 
State of New Jersey {Alfred Janis 





principal 


whom 
‘ied with 


process may be served). has 
the requirements of Title 14 
General. of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 


iis Certificate of Dissolution 
WwW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 


ify yn the 


file in 


that the sald corporation did. 


enth day of Anugust 1960 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
w 

noration 
“Te 


f the 


of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aes are now on file 
y said office as vided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trentor 
this Fifteenth lay of August, 
) A.D., thousand bundred 
an , 


riting to the dissolution 


of 


one nine 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of = 
Aug. 18, 25, S 


$21.60 





EST 
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this 

unde 


dema 
withi 
will 





ATE 


notice is hereby given to the 
deceased 
under 


recovering the 


Dated: August 1, 1960 
OF HENRY CALHOUN, deceased 
to the order of DAVID H, 
NER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
day made on the application of the 
rsigned. Execntor of said deceased, 
creditora of said 
to exhibit to the subseriber, 
oath or affirmation, their claims and 
nds against the estate of said deceased 
n six months from this date, or they 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Same against the subscriber. 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 


rsuant 


GARDNER K. BENSON, Attorney 
3 No. Arlington Avenue 

East Orange, N. J. 

L.J.—Aug. 4, 11, 18, 25, Sept. 1 
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The names of the Referees are abbrev 


as follows: L-Lipkin T Tallyn; F-Fi 


The Monmouth County Bar 




















































































ALPHER, Floyd Mf, 25 B. Brinkerton ald <a 7.71: assets! Association will hold a dinner| 24dress answers to: | PRIVATE OFFICE AND SPACE FoR a 
Palisades ar vol.; liab $11,905 . reir 4 ‘ solr einberg ‘ 7 7 e r co) ion < 0) 
ch ae aees cake bes on cen ec ao |meeting on Thursday, September New Jersey Law Journal | eorettit;, Ss, conditioned. 10 © MMET CE Core 
& D.; 8-23. PERRONE, James, 103 Braen Ave., Haw-| 8, 1960 at the Spring Lake Coun- ChA ——— 
ARNOLD . ns, Ine., 837 Lake Ave th veo iab. $12,000 ssets e: | = = = — 
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